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Abstract—Graph-based semi-supervised node classification has
been shown to become a state-of-the-art approach in many
applications with high research value and significance. Most
existing methods are only based on the original intrinsic or
artificially established graph structure which may not accurately
reflect the “true” correlation among data and are not optimal
for semi-supervised node classification in the downstream graph
neural networks. Besides, while existing graph-based methods
mostly utilize the explicit graph structure, some implicit infor-
mation, for example, the density information, can also provide
latent information that can be further exploited. To address
these limitations, this paper proposes the Dual Hypergraph
Neural Network (DualHGNN), a new dual connection model
integrating both hypergraph structure learning and hypergraph
representation learning simultaneously in a unified architecture.
The DualHGNN first leverages a multi-view hypergraph learning
network to explore the optimal hypergraph structure from
multiple views, constrained by a consistency loss proposed to
improve its generalization. Then, DualHGNN employs a density-
aware hypergraph attention network to explore the high-order
semantic correlation among data points based on the density-
aware attention mechanism. Extensive experiments are conducted
in various benchmark datasets, and the results demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed approach.

Index Terms—Hypergraph neural networks, Hypergraph
learning, Density-aware attention, Node classification, Semi-
supervised learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last few years, Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)
have attracted much attention because of their ability to ef-
fectively deal with graph-structured data and achieve amazing
performance, and have been widely used for many machine
learning tasks including computer vision [1], recommendation
systems [2], neural machine translation [3], and others. Com-
pared with the traditional neural networks that encode every
single data separately, GNNs can encode the graph structure
of different input data through a graph message propagation
mechanism, which allows it to obtain more information than
the single data encoding for neural networks.
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This work has been accepted by 2023 International Joint Conference on Neural
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Graph-based semi-supervised learning, which can exploit
the connectivity relationship between small amounts of labeled
samples and a relatively large number of unlabeled samples to
improve the performance of deep neural networks, has been
shown to be one of the most effective approaches for semi-
supervised node classification. Graph-based semi-supervised
node classification has seen applications in various fields, such
as predicting the customer type of users in e-commerce [4],
assigning scientific papers from a citation network into topics
[5], [6], and credit card fraud detection [7].

To date, a large number of graph-based semi-supervised
node classification methods have been proposed [6], [8],
[9]. Most of these methods focused only on the pairwise
connections among data. However, the data correlation in real
practice could be beyond pairwise relationships and even more
complicated. Under such circumstances, only exploring the
pairwise connections and modeling it as a graph may lose the
high-order semantic correlation among data. The traditional
structure with simple graphs cannot fully formulate the data
correlation and thus limits the application of GNN models
[10]. To tackle this challenge, hypergraph neural networks
(HGNNs) have been proposed, introducing hyperedges that
can link any number of nodes to improve the learning per-
formance. Compared with the simple graph, the hyperedges
in HGNNs allows the latter to more effectively represent the
high-order semantic relationship among data [10]–[12]. This
work will also leverage the hypergraph to explore the high-
order semantic correlation among data for semi-supervised
node classification.

In this study, we will mainly focus on two challenges
in graph-based semi-supervised node classification. First, we
noted that much of the success of graph and hypergraph neural
networks is attributed to the graph-structure data offered to
them. In general, the data we provide to GNNs either have a
known intrinsic graph structure, such as citation networks or
are a human-established graph that we construct for it, such as
k-nearest neighbor graph. However, we cannot guarantee that
the original intrinsic or artificially established graph is optimal
for semi-supervised node classification in the downstream
graph neural networks. Besides, the original graph is usually

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

04
21

4v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 7

 J
un

 2
02

3



constructed from the original feature space in which the
similarity between samples may not be accurately measured.
In other words, the original graph may have some redundant or
missing edges, and thus it may not accurately reflect the “true”
correlation among data. What’s more, the human-established
k-nearest neighbor graph is mainly based on a fixed and single
similarity measurement function, which may not be suitable
for accurately measuring the similarity between all samples.
Accordingly, this calls for accurate modeling and learning
techniques to obtain a suitable graph and hypergraph structure.

Second, most existing graph-based semi-supervised node
classification methods mostly only utilized the explicit graph
structure information [6], [8], [10]. One of the most challeng-
ing problems for semi-supervised learning is how to exploit
the implicit information among data to improve model perfor-
mance. Some implicit information among data, for example,
the density information, has been demonstrated to provide
important clues for semi-supervised node classification [1],
yet it is rarely exploited in depth. Li et al. [1] first exploited
density information for graph-based deep semi-supervised
visual recognition. Yet it is also only based on the exploration
of the graph-structure relationships among data, while high-
order semantic correlation has been ignored. Inspired by this,
we decided to explore density information among data on
hypergraph structure to improve semi-supervised node clas-
sification accuracy in this work.

To tackle these two challenges, we propose the Dual Hy-
pergraph Neural Network (DualHGNN), a dual connection
model containing two sub-networks that perform hypergraph
structure learning and hypergraph representation learning for
graph-based semi-supervised node classification. For the first
challenge, DualHGNN adopts a multi-view hypergraph learn-
ing network to learn the hypergraph structure from multiple
views. By adopting different learnable similarity measure func-
tions on each view, we can measure the sample similarity more
accurately. By introducing a consistency loss, DualHGNN can
effectively improve the generalization ability of hypergraph
learning. For the second, DualHGNN employs a density-aware
hypergraph attention network to exploit density information
on hypergraph explicitly to improve semi-supervised node
classification performance. We define a density rule for hy-
pergraph and structure a density-aware attention mechanism.
Based on density-aware attention, DualHGNN can effectively
improve hypergraph representation learning. In short, Dual-
HGNN jointly optimizes the multi-view hypergraph learning
network and the density-aware hypergraph attention network
to learn the optimal hypergraph suitable for downstream graph-
based semi-supervised node classification tasks. Meanwhile,
based on the suitable hypergraph, we can improve the perfor-
mance of the density-aware hypergraph attention network. As
shown in the experiments, the combination of two HGNNs
effectively allows the proposed architecture to achieve higher
classification performance.

The main contributions of can be summarized as follows.
• A novel Dual Hypergraph Neural Network (DualHGNN)

is proposed, integrating both hypergraph structure learn-

ing and hypergraph representation learning simulta-
neously in a unified network architecture for semi-
supervised node classification.

• A new multi-view hypergraph learning network is pro-
posed to learn an optimal hypergraph suitable for down-
stream semi-supervised node classification from multiple
views with different learned similarity measure functions,
constrained by a consistency loss to improve its general-
ization ability.

• The explicit density information of hypergraphs is lever-
aged to propose a density-aware hypergraph attention
network. A density rule for hypergraphs is defined,
and a density-aware attention mechanism is developed
to effectively improve the performance of hypergraph
representation learning.

• Extensive experiments have been conducted to demon-
strate the effectiveness of the DualHGNN for semi-
supervised node classification. The ablation study further
proved the validity of the multi-view hypergraph learning
and the density-aware attention mechanism.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Graph Neural Networks

The core idea of graph neural networks (GNNs) is graph
message propagation [13], which can be divided into spectral-
based approaches [6] and spatial-based approaches [8], [9].
Graph convolutional networks (GCNs) [6] performed label
prediction based on graph neighborhood aggregation, which
provided a novel idea for graph spectral information propa-
gation. By adopting a self-attention layer, Velickovic et al.
proposed graph attention networks (GATs) [8] to perform
attention neighborhood aggregation. Wu et al. [14] removed
the nonlinear activation function and collapsed weight matrices
from GCNs [6] and proposed a simplifying GNNs. Liu et al.
[15] proposed ElasticGNN by introducing L1 and L2 regu-
larization and providing an elastic message passing scheme to
enhance the local smoothness of the graph. Recently, Duan
et al. [16] proposed a dual cost-sensitive graph convolutional
network (DCSGCN) to tackle the imbalanced graph learning
problem. However, the simple graph structure may not fully
formulate the high-order data correlation, for which hyper-
graphs can provide an effective solution.

B. Hypergraph Neural Networks

A hypergraph is a generalization of graphs to model the
high-order semantic correlation among data. Shi et al. [17]
adopted a hypergraph learning process to optimize the high-
order correlation among data. Feng et al. [10] proposed a
hypergraph neural network (HGNN) to perform the node-
edge-node transform through hyperedge convolution opera-
tions. Hypergraph attention networks (HGATs) [11] introduced
the attention mechanism into hypergraph neural networks
to encode the high-order data correlation. Jiang et al. [12]
integrated dynamic hypergraph construction and hypergraph
convolution modules to propose dynamic hypergraph neural



networks (DHGNN) further improve hypergraph representa-
tion learning. Recently, many improved methods have been
proposed, including hypergraph label propagation networks
(HLPN) [18] and hypergraph convolution and hypergraph
attention (HCHA) [19], among others. However, most of these
studies focused only on hypergraph representation learning
based on the original hypergraph that may not accurately
reflect the “true” data correlation and are not optimal for the
downstream HGNNs, and this motivates the accurate learning
of a suitable hypergraph structure to improve the performance
of HGNNs.

C. Graph-based Semi-supervised Node Classification

Graph-based semi-supervised learning methods are one of
the most effective approaches for semi-supervised node clas-
sification. Hamilton et al. [9] proposed an inductive graph
neural network GraphSAGE extending graph data processing
to large graphs. Gasteiger et al. [20] proposed APPNP by
introducing a personalized PageRank propagation scheme,
achieving graph information propagation in a larger neighbor-
hood. Yet they all neglected the learning of graph structure.
Jiang et al. [5] introduced a graph learning module to learn
an optimal graph structure that makes GCNs [6] better for
semi-supervised learning. In the same way, we introduce a
hypergraph learning module in our method. Rong et al. [21]
randomly removed a certain number of edges from the input
graph to realize data enhancement. Similarly, Tang et al. [22]
proposed GRAND by designing a random propagation strategy
based on the drop node mechanism. Yet both [21] and [22]
only use a sub-optimal graph structure for semi-supervised
node classification. Song et al. [23] formulated a Bayesian
probabilistic model, obtained the posterior distribution from
the downstream classification module, and employed a varia-
tional inference method to an optimal graph. Lee et al. [24]
proposed GraFN to learn discriminative node representations
through supervised and unsupervised consistency between two
augmented graphs. Li et al. [25] proposed a cooperative dual-
view graph neural network regarding different views as the
reasoning processes of two GNN models. Unlike [25], we
adopt a dual connection model in our DualHGNN, which is
based on the effective combination of two hypergraph neural
networks. In addition, most of these methods only utilized the
explicit graph structure information, calling for an effective
mechanism to explore implicit information in the hypergraphs,
such as the density, to improve the performance of semi-
supervised node classification.

III. THE DUALHGNN ARCHITECTURE

The proposed DualHGNN is shown in Figure 1. The
DualHGNN first adopts a multi-view hypergraph learning
network to learn a suitable hypergraph structure on multi-view
with different similarity measure functions and outputs a new
hypergraph. Subsequently, the DualHGNN employs a density-
aware hypergraph attention network based on a density-aware
attention mechanism to perform hypergraph representation
learning for class prediction. We linearly combine the losses

calculated from the output of two sub-networks and perform
backpropagation to update the parameters of these two mod-
ules at the same time. The specific designs are elaborated as
follows.

A. Multi-View Hypergraph Learning Network

A hypergraph can be formulated as G = (V, E), which
includes a set of vertex V and a set of hyperedges E . Let
X = [x1, x2, . . . , xn] ∈ Rn×d be the collection of n data
vectors of d dimensions, where xi denotes the feature vector
of i-th sample. The structure of hypergraph can be denoted
by an incidence matrix H ∈ Rn×m, in which Hxi,ek = 1
indicates that the node xi is connected by the hyperedge ek,
otherwise Hxi,ek = 0, and n and m are the numbers of nodes
and hyperedges, respectively, in the hypergraph.

The main idea of hypergraph learning is to learn an optimal
hypergraph structure for semi-supervised node classification
of the downstream hypergraph neural networks by jointly
optimizing hypergraph structure learning and hypergraph rep-
resentation learning. In this paper, we proposed a multi-view
hypergraph learning network to adaptively learn a suitable hy-
pergraph. The multi-view hypergraph learning network learns
the hypergraph structure from multiple views with different
learnable similarity measure functions to accurately fit the
similarity between samples, which can avoid the defect that
the single fixed distance measure function may not be able to
accurately measure the similarity between all samples. The
final hypergraph structure can be obtained by merging the
hypergraph learned in each view.

To avoid the influence of noise and data redundancy in the
original feature space, we perform similarity learning in the
low-dimensional embedding space. We adopt a fully connected
layer to map the feature matrix X0 from the original feature
space to the low-dimensional embedding space, which can
be implemented by multiplying a learnable embedding matrix
P ∈ Rd×p, that is,

X̃ = X0P. (1)

The similarity between samples can be measured by the
function sim(·) and obtained in a matrix S as:

Sij = sim(x̃i, x̃j). (2)

To avoid the huge computational overhead brought by the fully
connected graph, we perform sparse sampling for the similarity
matrix S. We employ a predefined threshold δ1 to filter out
lower similarity values, which can be formulated as

S̃ij =

{
Sij , Sij ≥ δ1
0, Sij < δ1.

(3)

The hyperedges can then be constructed based on the sparse
similarity matrix S̃ and obtain the learned hypergraph inci-
dence matrix H .

Our multi-view hypergraph learning network can perform
hypergraph learning on multi-view. Therefore, we can adopt
different learnable similarity measure functions on each view,



Fig. 1. Overview of the proposed DualHGNN framework.

such as cosine similarity and inner product. The final hy-
pergraph structure is obtained by the mean of hypergraph
incidence matrices learned in each view, that is,

H =
1

V

∑V
v=1H

(v), (4)

where V is the number of views, and v represents the v-th
view.

We introduce a consistency loss into the multi-view hyper-
graph learning network, aiming to constrain the similarity of
hypergraph structures learned from each view. By introducing
consistency loss, we can effectively use a large number of
unlabeled samples to provide weak supervision to improve the
generalization of the multi-view hypergraph learning network.
The consistency loss can be defined as the sum of squared L2
distances between each output and its mean, that is,

Lcon =
1

V

∑V
v=1

∥∥∥H(v) −H
∥∥∥2
2
. (5)

Considering that the original hypergraph may contain use-
ful information. We merge the learned hypergraph with the
original hypergraph and obtain the final incidence matrix H̃ .
It can be formulated as follow:

H̃ = ηH + (1− η)H0, (6)

where η is a trade-off parameter. H0 can be a known intrinsic
hypergraph or a human-established k-nearest neighbor hyper-
graph.

The loss function of the hypergraph learning network is

LHGL =
α

n2
tr(X̃⊤ĤX̃)+

β

n2

∥∥∥H̃∥∥∥2
F
−γ

n
1⊤ log Ĥ1+

µ

n2
Lcon,

(7)

where Ĥ = D
−1/2
v H̃D−1

e H̃⊤D
−1/2
v is the hypergraph Lapla-

cian, in which De and Dv are the diagonal matrices of the
hyperedge degrees and the vertex degrees, respectively. α,
β, γ and µ are hyperparameters. tr(·) denotes the trace of
matrix. ∥·∥F is the Frobenius norm. ·⊤ denotes transposition.
This loss function contains four terms, where the first term
restricts adjacent nodes to having similar features and learning
a smooth incidence matrix, and the second one constrains
learning a sparse hypergraph. The third term penalizes the
formation of disconnected hypergraphs, and the last one is
consistency loss.

B. Density-Aware Hypergraph Attention Network

The proposed DualHGNN uses the density information on
the hypergraph structure to propose a density-aware hyper-
graph attention network. It integrates the density information
with attention to structure a density-aware attention mecha-
nism and performs hypergraph representation learning through
density-aware neighborhood feature aggregation, which is
elaborated as follows.

The input of the density-aware hypergraph attention network
includes the node feature matrix X and the hyperedge feature
matrix E. We perform hypergraph message propagation to
obtain the node and the hyperedge feature matrix, that is,

E = D−1/2
e H̃⊤D−1/2

v X0, (8)

X = D−1/2
v H̃D−1/2

e E. (9)

The density-aware hypergraph attention network mainly
consists of two parts, density-aware attention vertex aggrega-
tion, and density-aware attention hyperedge aggregation. More
detail about this will be described as follows.



1) Density-aware attention vertex aggregation: Density-
aware attention vertex aggregation module integrates the den-
sity information of each node as a part of attention and then
performs attention vertex aggregation to enhance hyperedge
features. We define a density rule for each node, which can be
defined as the sum of the similarities of neighbor nodes whose
similarity with the target node is greater than a predefined
threshold. The density of node xi can be formulated as

ρxi
=

∑
xk∈Nxi

{
sim (xi, xk) , if sim (xi, xk) > δ2

0, if sim (xi, xk) ≤ δ2,

(10)
where Nxi denotes the neighbors set of node xi. δ2 is a
predefined threshold. The similarity measure function sim(·)
can adopt cosine similarity in implementation.

Intuitively, the higher the density of a node, the more neigh-
bors that are similar to it. In other words, the target node is
lying in a more densely distributed area. Based on the density-
peak assumption [26], the nodes with higher density are closer
to the cluster center. Therefore, higher weights need to be
assigned when performing neighborhood feature aggregation.
While traditional attention mechanisms only consider feature
similarity, which may be sub-optimal. By fusing the density
information, it can effectively avoid this defect and achieve
more accurate attention neighborhood aggregation.

In the density-aware attention vertex aggregation module,
we compute the attention weight of each node relative to
the hyperedge it is on. We adopt an attention mechanism
Attention(·) to calculate the attention weight between node
xi and hyperedge ek, that is,

axi,ek = Attention(Wxi,Wek), (11)

where W is the weight matrix that needs to be trained.
The density-aware attention mechanism can be then struc-

tured by combining the density information with the attention
weight, which is shown in the following:

daxi,ek = axi,ek + ρ̃xi
, (12)

where ρ̃xi ∈ [0,max(aX)] is the normalized density, and aX
is the collection of attention weight axi,ek .

The adopted attention mechanism Attention(·) can be
designed similarly to GATs [8]. We first concatenate the node
embedding vector and the hyperedge embedding vector and
then employ a weight vector αX ∈ R2d×1 to map it to a
scalar value, which can be formulated as

DAxi,ek =
exp(LeakyReLU(α⊤

X(Wxi∥Wek))+ρ̃xi)∑
xj∈N(ek)

exp(LeakyReLU(α⊤
X(Wxj∥Wek))+ρ̃xj )

,

(13)
where N (ek) denotes the set of vertices connected by the
hyperedge ek. LeakyReLU(·) is an activation function. And
∥ represents the concatenation operation.

Then we can obtain the density-aware attention matrix
DAX ∈ Rn×m, of which each element is DAxi,ek ∈ [0, 1]. At
last, we utilize this density-aware attention matrix to perform
feature aggregation, which is formulated as follows:

Ẽ = σ(DA⊤
XWX), (14)

where σ(·) is an activation function, which can be ELU(·) in
implementation.

2) Density-aware attention hyperedge aggregation:
Density-aware attention hyperedge aggregation module
integrates the density information of each hyperedge as a part
of the attention and then aggregates the connected hyperedge
to enhance the node embedding. Similarly, we also define
a density rule for each hyperedge. The density of each
hyperedge can be defined as the sum of the density of all
nodes connected by this hyperedge, which is formulated as

ρek =
∑

xj∈N (ek)

ρxj . (15)

Intuitively, if a hyperedge has a higher density, it would
be located in a node-dense area. Accordingly, in the density-
aware attention hyperedge aggregation module, we calculate
the density-aware attention weights of each hyperedge with
respect to each node connected by this hyperedge. We em-
ployed an attention mechanism similar to the above density-
aware attention vertex aggregation module, that is,

DAek,xi
=

exp(LeakyReLU(α⊤
E(Wek∥Wxi))+ρ̃ek)∑

ej∈N(xi)
exp(LeakyReLU(α⊤

E(Wej∥Wxi))+ρ̃ej)
,

(16)
where N (xi) represents the set of hyperedges connecting to
vertex xi. αE ∈ R2d×1 is a weight vector to be trained. And
ρ̃ek is the normalized density.

Afterward, we can obtain the density-aware attention matrix
DAE ∈ Rm×n, which can be utilized to aggregate hyperedge
features and update the node embedding by:

X̃ = σ(DA⊤
EẼ). (17)

We combine the two modules described above to form a
density-aware hypergraph attention layer shown as follows:

X̃ = ELU
(
DA⊤

E ELU
(
DA⊤

XWX
))

. (18)

In each density-aware hypergraph attention layer, we first
pay a density-aware attention weight to each node and gather
the node features to enhance hyperedge features. Then we
assign a density-aware attention weight to each hyperedge and
aggregate the connected hyperedge features to generate new
vertex features. By using this node-hyperedge-node feature
transform mechanism, we can efficiently explore high-order
semantic correlation among data.

This study chooses the multi-head attention mechanism
[8] to enhance the density-aware hypergraph attention layer.
The output feature representation of this layer is obtained by
concatenating the output features of each head, that is,

X̃ =∥Tt=1 ELU
(
DA⊤

E ELU(DA⊤
XWX)

)
, (19)

where ∥Tt=1 denotes the concatenation operation, and T is the
number of attention heads. The final output of the DualHGNN
is a low-dimensional node embedding and the class prediction
Z ∈ Rn×c can be obtained by performing a softmax(·).



The cross-entropy loss is adopted as the optimization func-
tion:

LCE = −
∑
i∈L

c∑
j=1

Yij lnZij , (20)

where L is the set of labeled samples.
Accordingly, we will jointly optimize the multi-view hy-

pergraph learning network and the density-aware hypergraph
attention network by linearly combining the hypergraph learn-
ing loss and the cross-entropy loss, which is shown as follows:

L = LHGL + λLCE , (21)

where λ is a trade-off parameter. Overall, the entire algorithm
of DualHGNN is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: The algorithm of DualHGNN.

Input: Node feature matrix X0 ∈ Rn×d, initial
hypergraph incidence matrix H0 ∈ Rn×m.

1 Initialize P , W , αX , αE

2 while not converges do
3 for each view of hypergraph learning network do
4 Calculate S using Eq.(2).
5 Sparse sampling to obtain S̃ using Eq.(3).
6 Construct hyperedges based on S̃.
7 end
8 Calculate the learned H using Eq.(4).
9 Calculate H̃ using Eq.(6).

10 Perform hypergraph message propagation to update
X and E according to Eq.(8) and Eq.(9).

11 for each density-aware hypergraph attention layer
do

12 Calculate node density ρX using Eq.(10).
13 Calculate DAX using Eq.(13).
14 Perform attention vertex aggregation according

to Eq.(14).
15 Calculate hyperedge density ρE using Eq.(15).
16 Calculate DAE using Eq.(16).
17 Perform attention hyperedge aggregation

according to Eq.(17).
18 end
19 Calculate LHGL using Eq.(7).
20 Calculate LCE using Eq.(20).
21 Calculate L using Eq.(21).
22 Update parameters by performing

back-propagation.
23 end

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets

We evaluate the effectiveness of our method on three
widely-used image datasets: Scene15 [27], CIFAR-10 [28],
and MNIST [29]. Each dataset is used in a semi-supervised
learning setup where only a small part of the data samples
are labeled. More details of these datasets and their usage

in our experiments are introduced as follows, which are also
summarized in Table I.

Scene15: This dataset contains 4,485 RGB images coming
from 15 scene categories, and each category contains 200 to
600 samples. In our experiments, we used all 4,485 samples
to evaluate our method. For each image, we use the 3,000-
dimension features provided in the previous work [30].

CIFAR-10: This dataset consists of 10 types of natural
images. In our experiments, we use 10,000 images from the
independent test set to evaluate our method. To represent each
image, we used the same 13-layer CNN networks as in [31]
to extract the features.

MNIST: It contains 10 classes of images of hand-written
digits. We randomly selected 1,000 images for each class and
obtained 10,000 images at to conduct our experiments. Similar
to the prior work [5], [32], we use 784-dimension feature
vectors converted from grayscale to represent each sample.

B. Experiment Setup

For the architecture of DualHGNN, we adopt a multi-
view hypergraph learning network with two views to learn
a hypergraph and employ a two-layer density-aware hyper-
graph attention network for hypergraph representation learning
where the first layer uses a multi-head attention mechanism
with two heads. The similarity measure functions we adopt
in the multi-view hypergraph learning network are cosine
similarity and inner product. The output low dimension of
P is set to 70 for the Scene15 and CIFAR-10 datasets and to
128 for the MNIST dataset. We introduce L2-normalization
into each view of the hypergraph learning network and each
density-aware hypergraph attention layer. The number of units
in the density-aware hypergraph attention hidden layer is set
to 64. We employ Xavier algorithm [34] for the initialization
of P , W , αX and αE . We adopt Adam optimizer [35] with a
learning rate of 0.2, 0.01, and 0.002 for Scene15, CIFAR-10,
and MNIST datasets, respectively, and the learning rate decays
to half after every 100 epochs. We train DualHGNN for a
maximum of 2,000 epochs and stop training if the validation
loss does not decrease for 100 consecutive epochs.

C. Performance

Baselines: We compare the proposed DualHGNN with
representative graph-based semi-supervised node classification
methods, including GCNs [6], GATs [8], GraphSAGE [9],
APPNP [20], HGNN [10], DHGNN [12], SGC [14], DropEdge
[21], GCNII [33], GRAND [22] and ElasticGNN [15]. For a
fair comparison, we construct a k-nearest neighbor graph for
all the methods, and the value of k is set to 15. We retrain all
the baseline methods, and all the reported results are averaged
over 10 runs.

Results: Table II summarizes the classification accuracy
comparison results on three datasets. The best results are
highlighted. From these results, we can make a few obser-
vations as follows. First, in Scene15 and CIFAR-10 datasets,
our DualHGNN significantly outperforms all the baseline



TABLE I
DATASETS STATISTICS AND THE EXTRACTED FEATURES IN EXPERIMENTS.

Dataset Samples Training Samples Validating Samples Testing Samples Classes Features
Scene15 4,485 250 / 500 / 750 / 1,000 500 3,735 / 3,485 / 3,235 / 2,985 15 3,000
CIFAR-10 10,000 500 / 1,000 / 2,000 / 3,000 / 4,000 1,000 8,500 / 8,000 / 7,000 / 6,000 / 5,000 10 128
MNIST 10,000 500 / 1,000 / 2,000 / 3,000 / 4,000 1,000 8,500 / 8,000 / 7,000 / 6,000 / 5,000 10 784

TABLE II
CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY (%) ON SCENE15, CIFAR-10 AND MNIST DATASETS WITH DIFFERENT NUMBER OF LABELED SAMPLES.

Datasets No. of labels 250 500 750 1,000

Scene15

GCNs [6] 89.96±1.17 94.02±1.04 94.75±0.96 95.86±0.64
GATs [8] 97.06±0.44 98.01±0.28 98.26±0.25 98.32±0.18
GraphSAGE [9] 95.95±0.87 97.74±0.32 97.98±0.24 98.26±0.26
APPNP [20] 96.44±0.73 97.39±0.32 97.59±0.27 97.89±0.25
HGNN [10] 90.49±1.47 94.11±0.41 94.52±0.47 95.58±0.52
DHGNN [12] 94.29±0.51 95.14±0.26 95.42±0.35 95.58±0.29
SGC [14] 95.34±0.60 96.27±0.56 96.41±0.52 96.89±0.44
DropEdge [21] 85.04±2.09 91.55±0.63 93.16±0.53 94.16±0.62
GCNII [33] 96.03±1.58 96.64±1.90 97.10±1.33 97.30±1.60
GRAND [22] 88.46±0.81 90.41±0.85 91.12±0.67 91.69±0.56
ElasticGNN [15] 96.46±0.08 96.54±0.16 97.09±0.12 97.25±0.09
DualHGNN (ours) 98.55±0.09 98.71±0.06 98.79±0.07 98.85±0.10

Datasets No. of labels 500 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000

CIFAR-10

GCNs [6] 91.48±0.25 91.70±0.12 92.55±0.13 92.64±0.14 92.98±0.16
GATs [8] 93.80±0.13 93.59±0.42 93.90±0.13 93.97±0.09 93.80±0.04
GraphSAGE [9] 92.73±0.10 92.49±0.21 92.08±0.11 92.04±0.22 92.15±0.17
APPNP [20] 92.46±0.56 92.52±0.32 92.69±0.28 92.97±0.33 92.80±0.37
HGNN [10] 90.97±0.41 91.26±0.19 91.35±0.30 91.68±0.11 91.85±0.33
DHGNN [12] 93.95±0.13 93.77±0.26 93.88±0.18 93.95±0.13 93.76±0.17
SGC [14] 90.64±0.25 92.24±0.17 93.32±0.32 94.19±0.08 94.15±0.07
DropEdge [21] 91.99±0.46 92.42±0.34 92.88±0.24 93.04±0.32 93.25±0.31
GCNII [33] 92.99±0.26 93.10±0.23 93.06±0.40 93.24±0.33 93.13±0.33
GRAND [22] 93.57±0.14 93.74±0.19 93.88±0.19 93.79±0.15 93.87±0.18
ElasticGNN [15] 93.81±0.24 94.03±0.09 93.92±0.25 94.15±0.07 94.03±0.09
DualHGNN (ours) 93.99±0.14 94.08±0.07 94.10±0.17 94.24±0.16 94.19±0.33

Datasets No. of labels 500 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000

MNIST

GCNs [6] 90.37±0.32 90.42±0.39 90.28±0.34 90.30±0.38 90.20±0.32
GATs [8] 91.40±0.14 92.44±0.12 92.99±0.20 93.05±0.18 93.41±0.28
GraphSAGE [9] 89.74±0.92 90.72±0.60 91.88±0.25 92.27±0.60 92.31±0.69
APPNP [20] 86.17±1.14 86.21±1.28 86.70±1.16 87.75±1.16 87.67±0.88
HGNN [10] 88.70±0.46 90.26±0.53 91.34±0.45 92.25±0.32 92.41±0.34
DHGNN [12] 86.68±2.38 88.64±0.91 89.40±1.46 89.17±1.38 89.78±1.36
SGC [14] 90.11±1.17 91.83±0.65 93.21±0.32 94.21±0.32 94.44±0.54
DropEdge [21] 88.98±0.85 90.96±0.27 92.21±0.50 93.09±0.43 93.44±0.52
GCNII [33] 86.93±1.51 87.67±1.18 87.70±1.23 88.38±1.49 88.73±1.23
GRAND [22] 84.66±0.91 86.80±0.88 88.41±0.90 89.33±0.82 89.91±1.15
ElasticGNN [15] 93.25±0.17 93.77±0.14 95.09±0.06 94.88±0.21 95.71±0.04
DualHGNN (ours) 93.57±0.29 94.43±0.15 94.56±0.20 94.89±0.15 94.70±0.07

approaches. Compared with the state-of-the-art method Elas-
ticGNN, our DualHGNN achieved at least 1.6% and at most
2.17% improvement on the Scene15 dataset. This may be
because the data points of each category in the Scene15
dataset are imbalanced, and the baseline methods suffer per-
formance in imbalanced data, while our DualHGNN still
maintains excellent performance. DualHGNN is slightly better
than ElasticGNN on CIFAR-10 dataset, while it achieves
a lower standard deviation in most cases. These clearly
prove the strong performance of DualHGNN on graph-based
semi-supervised node classification. In the MNIST dataset,
DualHGNN outperforms most baseline methods. Compared
with ElasticGNN, DualHGNN also obtains competitive per-
formance, especially in the case of a few labeled samples,

such as less than 1,000 labels. This also proves the advantage
of DualHGNN in the case of fewer labels. Moreover, in all
three datasets, DualHGNN outperforms the baseline method
GCNs and GATs by significant margins. Compared with
GATs, DualHGNN receives an improvement at most of 1.49%,
0.49%, and 2.17% on the Scene15, CIFAR-10, and MNIST
datasets, respectively. DualHGNN significantly outperforms
the hypergraph neural networks baseline HGNN with the least
margins of 3.27%, 2.34%, and 2.29% on the Scene15, CIFAR-
10, and MNIST datasets, respectively, which straightforwardly
indicates the higher predictive accuracy on semi-supervised
node classification of DualHGNN by performing multi-view
hypergraph learning and density-aware attention neighborhood
aggregation.
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Fig. 2. The average accuracy of DualHGNN within and without HGL on (a)
the Scene15 dataset and (b) the MNIST dataset.

D. Ablation Study

1) Effectiveness of multi-view hypergraph learning net-
work: To verify the effectiveness of the multi-view hypergraph
learning network, we conducted an ablation study on the
multi-view hypergraph learning network. We removed the
multi-view hypergraph learning network from the proposed
DualHGNN and denoted it as DualHGNN w/o HGL, which
performs hypergraph representation learning only based on an
original k-NN hypergraph. The proposed version is denoted as
DualHGNN w/i HGL. The ablation experiments are conducted
on all three datasets, and for ease of presentation, we only
show the results on Scene15 and MNIST datasets in Figure 2.
From these results, we can clearly observe that employing
the multi-view hypergraph learning network to learn the hy-
pergraph structure can achieve higher classification accuracy
than only using the original k-NN hypergraph and receives an
improvement at most of 0.51% and 1.09% on the Scene15 and
MNIST datasets, respectively. This further demonstrates the
effectiveness of the proposed multi-view hypergraph learning
network.

2) Effectiveness of density-aware attention mechanism:
We also conducted an ablation study on all three datasets
to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed density-aware
attention mechanism. We remove the density information
from the proposed DualHGNN and only keep the traditional
attention mechanism, denoted as DualHGNN w/o density. Cor-
respondingly, the proposed version is denoted as DualHGNN
w/i density. Similarly, given the page limitation, we only
show the results on Scene15 and CIFAR-10 datasets in Fig-
ure 3. From these results, we can observe that integrating the
density-aware attention mechanism can significantly improve
the performance of hypergraph representation learning and
achieve higher predictive accuracy. This directly demonstrates
the effectiveness of the density-aware attention mechanism on
graph-based semi-supervised node classification.

E. Parameter Analysis

1) How the multi-view hypergraph learning network bene-
fits the DualHGNN: Our multi-view hypergraph learning net-
work is provided to learn a suitable hypergraph from multiple
views with different similarity measure functions. To verify
how the multi-view hypergraph learning network benefits the
DualHGNN, we conduct some analysis experiments on the
Scene15 dataset. Specifically, we utilize both cosine similarity
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Fig. 3. The average accuracy of DualHGNN within and without density on
(a) the Scene15 dataset and (b) the CIFAR-10 dataset.
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Fig. 4. The average accuracy of DualHGNN with different multi-view
hypergraph learning mechanisms and similarity measure functions on the
Scene15 dataset with (a) 500 labeled samples and (b) 1,000 labeled samples.

and inner product similarity measure functions at the same
time to instantiate the multi-view hypergraph learning mecha-
nism and denote it as “Cos.+In.pro.”. The compared baselines
adopt only one type of similarity measure function, and are
denoted as “Cos.” or “In-pro.” accordingly. We vary the
number of views used in the hypergraph learning network from
1 to 8, and the experiment results are shown in Figure 4. It can
be observed that combining cosine similarity and inner product
similarity measure functions at the same time can significantly
outperform those using only one of them, especially when
fewer views are used in the hypergraph learning network.
When using more views, adopting only one type of similarity
measure function can also achieve satisfactory accuracy, but
it also brings a large computational overhead. If both cosine
similarity and inner product similarity measure functions are
used at the same time, we can obtain satisfactory performance
even if we only use two views. In summary, utilizing different
similarity measure functions in our multi-view hypergraph
learning network to learn a hypergraph structure from multi-
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Fig. 5. The parameter sensitivity to λ on (a) the Scene15 dataset with 750
labeled samples and (b) the MNIST dataset with 1,000 labeled samples.



view can achieve higher classification performance and lower
computing overhead, which once again demonstrates the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed multi-view hypergraph learning
network.

2) Effect of parameter λ: The proposed DualHGNN jointly
optimizes the multi-view hypergraph learning network and
the density-aware hypergraph attention network by linearly
combining the two losses. And the parameter λ is a trade-off
parameter of the hypergraph learning loss LHGL and the cross-
entropy loss LCE in Eq.(21). We conduct a parameter analysis
experiment to verify how different values of λ influence the
performance of DualHGNN. For ease of presentation, we
only show the results on Scene15 and MNIST datasets when
setting λ from 0.1 to 2.0 in Figure 5. It can be observed
that choosing an appropriate value for λ can increase the
classification accuracy of DualHGNN to a certain extent,
which is in line with our expectations of jointly optimizing
the multi-view hypergraph learning network and the density-
aware hypergraph attention network. However, setting λ too
large will also hurt the performance. In our experiments, we
set λ = 1.3, 1.1 and 0.9 on Scene15, CIFAR-10 and MNIST
datasets, respectively.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a Dual Hypergraph Neural
Network (DualHGNN), integrating both hypergraph struc-
ture learning and hypergraph representation learning simul-
taneously in a unified network architecture and performing
joint optimization for semi-supervised node classification. The
DualHGNN first adopts a multi-view hypergraph learning
network to learn a hypergraph structure from multi-view
with different similarity measure functions. Then DualHGNN
employs a density-aware hypergraph attention network based
on a density-aware attention mechanism to perform hyper-
graph representation learning. We have conducted extensive
experiments on three benchmark datasets and demonstrated the
effectiveness of the DualHGNN on various semi-supervised
node classification tasks.

Although our DualHGNN has achieved excellent perfor-
mance, there are some limitations. For instance, the proposed
multi-view learning mechanism introduces additional comput-
ing overhead. Besides, DualHGNN is only applied to node-
level tasks, i.e., node classification. For future work, on the
one hand, we plan to apply our method to more and larger
graph-based datasets and add the comparison in computing
overhead at the same time to further validate its performance.
On the other hand, we will attempt to extend it to graph-level
tasks, such as graph classification.
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