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Scalable Graph Compressed Convolutions
Junshu Sun, Shuhui Wang, Member, IEEE , Chenxue Yang, and Qingming Huang, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Designing effective graph neural networks (GNNs) with message passing has two fundamental challenges, i.e., determining
optimal message-passing pathways and designing local aggregators. Previous methods of designing optimal pathways are limited with
information loss on the input features. On the other hand, existing local aggregators generally fail to extract multi-scale features and
approximate diverse operators under limited parameter scales. In contrast to these methods, Euclidean convolution has been proven
as an expressive aggregator, making it a perfect candidate for GNN construction. However, the challenges of generalizing Euclidean
convolution to graphs arise from the irregular structure of graphs. To bridge the gap between Euclidean space and graph topology, we
propose a differentiable method that applies permutations to calibrate input graphs for Euclidean convolution. The permutations
constrain all nodes in a row regardless of their input order and therefore enable the flexible generalization of Euclidean convolution to
graphs. Based on the graph calibration, we propose the Compressed Convolution Network (CoCN) for hierarchical graph
representation learning. CoCN follows local feature-learning and global parameter-sharing mechanisms of convolution neural
networks. The whole model can be trained end-to-end, with compressed convolution applied to learn individual node features and their
corresponding structure features. CoCN can further borrow successful practices from Euclidean convolution, including residual
connection and inception mechanism. We validate CoCN on both node-level and graph-level benchmarks. CoCN achieves superior
performance over competitive GNN baselines. Codes are available at https://github.com/sunjss/CoCN.

Index Terms—Graph neural network, Message passing, Topology learning, Node classification, Graph classification

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

G RAPH neural networks (GNNs) have become ubiqui-
tous in the realm of graph representation learning,

tackling tasks such as node classification [1]–[3], link pre-
diction [4], and graph classification [5] in various scenar-
ios [6]–[8]. General GNNs adopt the message passing mech-
anism [9] to exchange information along certain pathways
and update node representations iteratively. This process
enables GNNs to learn the features and relationships em-
bedded in the graph structure and therefore extract topolog-
ical patterns for downstream tasks. While message passing
has been proven effective in graph learning, determining
optimal message-passing pathways and designing effective
local aggregators for different input graphs pose substantial
challenges [10].

In determining message-passing pathways, traditional
GNNs [1], [2] encompass information aggregation within
adjacent nodes to encode graph structures, coupling the
computational graphs with the input graph topology
(Fig. 1(a)). The coupled message-passing pathways are de-
termined once given the input graphs and thus precluded
from adaptive optimization for downstream tasks. As a
result, the coupled pathways exhibit limited flexibility and
degenerate the ability of message passing in graph learn-
ing [11]–[13]. Although efforts have been devoted to decou-
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pling the message-passing process and constructing appro-
priate message pathways [14]–[17], these methods can lead
to information loss regarding the input structures. There-
fore, determining optimal message-passing pathways while
preserving graph structures remains an open challenge.
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Fig. 1. Comparison between Euclidean Convolution and Graph
Convolution. In Euclidean convolution, the message pathways are
decoupled from the input topology, preventing pathway optimization from
altering the input topology and causing information loss.

In terms of local aggregators, graph convolutions are
widely used in various GNN models [18]. Nevertheless,
graph convolutions have inherent limitations. First, the cus-
tomized graph convolutions based on polynomials exhibit
limited expressiveness within constrained parameter scales.
Second, graph convolutions lack direct capabilities for hier-
archical representation learning. Existing graph convolution
models require additional techniques to extract features
across multiple scales, such as node clustering [19] and
node drop [20] methods. In contrast to graph convolutions,
convolution neural networks (CNNs) [21] based on Eu-
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clidean convolution are free of the above problems. Owing
to the local feature learning ability and global parameter
sharing mechanism, CNNs can learn diverse convolution
operators and capture multi-scale local patterns on regular
grid data. The expressive capacity of CNNs has propelled
their success across diverse domains, including image un-
derstanding [21], [22] and video understanding [23], [24].

The expressiveness and flexibility of Euclidean convo-
lution make it a perfect substitution for graph convolu-
tion. Meanwhile, applying Euclidean convolution on the
graph feature matrix enables decoupled message passing
from the input graph. As presented in Fig. 1(b), the com-
putational graph of Euclidean convolution serves as the
message-passing pathways for input nodes while being
decoupled from input graph structures. Modifications to
the computational graph of Euclidean convolutions do not
necessitate alterations to the original input graph structures.
Consequently, Euclidean convolution can achieve structure-
preserving message passing among input nodes. In light
of the effectiveness of Euclidean convolution as both an
effective aggregator and decoupled information conductor,
a straightforward message-passing design is to employ Eu-
clidean convolution for GNNs on non-grid graph data.

Nevertheless, directly generalizing Euclidean convolu-
tion to graphs faces challenges from various aspects. From
the data perspective, graphs generally have irregular lo-
cal structures that are different from the grid data in Eu-
clidean space. Therefore, a calibration module is required
to calibrate graphs for Euclidean convolution. To achieve
this, methods have been proposed based on node sequence
selection [25], [26]. However, these methods may gener-
ate less informative calibrated graphs for the subsequent
convolution operations, since their calibration methods are
independent of the convolution process and hence cannot be
optimized for specific tasks. From the perspective of opera-
tors, Euclidean convolutions are sensitive to the local spatial
order, while GNNs should preserve permutation invariance,
i.e., produce the same node representations regardless of
the order of the nodes. For permutation invariant trans-
formation, recent studies [27]–[29] propose to enumerate
or sample permutations to achieve permutation invariance
with permutation-sensitive operators in GNNs, but they are
computationally intractable on large-scale graphs.

In this paper, we propose the Compressed Convolution
Network (CoCN), a hierarchical GNN model for end-to-
end graph representation learning. Compared to existing
models, we highlight our CoCN as follows: (1) it optimizes
message-passing pathways for convolution in an end-to-
end fashion while preserving permutation invariance; (2)
it can learn diverse local operators; and (3) it directly ap-
plies hierarchical feature learning on graphs. Technically,
CoCN generalizes Euclidean convolution to graphs with
two main components, i.e., Permutation Generation and
Diagonal Convolution. For Permutation Generation, we
consider graph calibration as a permutation problem that
arranges input nodes under a proper order. To achieve
this, CoCN approximates the permutation matrix through a
differentiable transformation with node position regression
and cyclic shift. The convergence of our proposed permu-
tation generation method and the permutation invariance
of the permuted features are theoretically demonstrated in

this paper. By employing permutation on the input graphs,
Permutation Generation assigns nodes with the learned or-
der. The learned order determines the receptive field for the
subsequent convolution and constructs the computational
graphs as decoupled message-passing pathways.

Based on the permuted graph representation, Diagonal
Convolution is proposed to aggregate both individual node
features and the corresponding structure features. It inher-
its the local feature-learning and global parameter-sharing
mechanisms from Euclidean convolution, and follows the
diagonal sliding fashion for edge feature learning. More-
over, to directly achieve hierarchical graph feature learning,
anti-diagonal compression (Fig. 3) is proposed for edge
features update. By applying Diagonal Convolution with
anti-diagonal compression iteratively, the input nodes are
compressed into node sets, and the edge features matrix
is compressed from the anti-diagonal direction. Hence, we
name Diagonal Convolution with anti-diagonal compres-
sion as a compressed convolution layer. Building upon the Di-
agonal Convolution, CoCN can learn diverse local operators
to extract both node features and edge features explicitly.

Contributions. Our contribution can be summarized as
follows: (1) We propose a novel method to calibrate graphs
that enables the generalization of the permutation-sensitive
Euclidean convolution to graphs. (2) We propose a hierar-
chical GNN model, CoCN, which can learn both individual
node features and the corresponding structure features from
coarse to fine. (3) We demonstrate the advantages of CoCN
on both node-level tasks and graph-level tasks.

A preliminary version of this work was published in [30].
This journal manuscript extends the initial version in several
aspects: (1) More types of graph data. We improve CoCN
to extend its effectiveness to more types of graph data. First,
based on the existence of node features, graph data can
be categorized into graphs with explicit or implicit node
features. Our vanilla CoCN model [30] can only be applied
to the former types of benchmarks. In this manuscript,
we propose a position regression method tailored for the
implicit types of benchmarks. Second, regarding the graph
scales, the CoCN in this paper can be applied to large-scale
graphs with sparse implementation and node sequence seg-
mentation. Third, we evaluate CoCN on both homophilic
and heterophilic graph benchmarks. Comprehensive empir-
ical analysis demonstrates the effectiveness and superior
performance of our CoCN family on these types of graph
data. (2) Generalization of the common practices in CNNs.
We investigate the generalizability of some successful prac-
tices on CNNs from Euclidean space to graph space, in-
cluding residual connection and inception mechanism. We
find that with special modification, the residual connection
can constantly benefit CoCN on various benchmarks while
the inception mechanism also improves the performance of
CoCN on parts of benchmarks. (3) More graph tasks. We
examine the performance of CoCN on more graph tasks,
including the graph isomorphism test, link prediction, and
the downstream brain connectomics classification. The eval-
uation results show the effectiveness of CoCN as a general
graph representation learning backbone.

We delve into the generalization of Euclidean convolu-
tion to graphs with a series of CoCN models. The initial ver-
sion of CoCN in [30] is named CoCN vanilla. To extend
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Fig. 2. The CoCN model family.

the effectiveness of CoCN, we boost CoCN vanilla with po-
sition regression tailored for implicit graph features, resid-
ual connection, and inception mechanism. The extended
version is named CoCN expanded. Both CoCN vanilla
and CoCN expanded show effectiveness on small-scale
benchmarks. Finally, to deal with graphs of various scales,
we develop more scalable CoCNs named CoCN turbo, i.e.,
Sparse CoCN and Segment CoCN, through sparsification
and node sequence segmentation. The comparison among
different versions of CoCN is depicted in Fig. 2. In the
subsequent context, we refer to the CoCN models as CoCN
when not specifying any particular version. The rest of this
paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents related
works with their major differences to our method. Section 3
and 4 describe our differentiable Permutation Generation
and Diagonal Convolution methods, respectively. Section 5
presents the implementation of CoCN vanilla and CoCN
expanded. In Section 6, we describe how to extend CoCN
to large-scale benchmarks. In Section 7, comprehensive eval-
uations are conducted on CoCN with various types of graph
data and tasks. Finally, in Section 8 we conclude our study.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Convolutional Message-passing Aggregators

To generalize convolution operators to graph-structured
data, Bruna et al., [31] first propose graph convolution based
on graph signal processing theory. ChebNet [32] further
reduces the filter parameter scale by learning convolution
filters with parameterized graph Laplacian polynomials.
Following up on this work, models with simpler filter
structures have been studied, e.g., first-order low-pass filter
model GCN [1] and SGC [33]. Except for graph Laplacian,
methods have been proposed to explore the effectiveness of

other polynomials for graph learning. Klicpera et al., [15]
extend graph Laplacian to a more general transition matrix.
Inspired by Feynman path integral theory [34], PAN [35] for-
mulates graph convolution as the polynomial of adjacency
matrix with coefficients depending on the corresponding
path. JacobiConv [36] adopt Jacobi polynomials. Guo and
Wei [37] explore learnable and optimal bases for the polyno-
mials in GNN. Although polynomials can approximate any
sophisticated filter theoretically [36], its expressive power is
bounded by the order, while high-order filters are known to
be computationally expensive.

The other vital type of graph convolution is combining
the calibrated graphs with shared filters. These methods can
learn complex filters without the constraint of polynomial
order. PATCHY-SAN [25] extracts the calibrated neighbor-
hoods to serve as the input data to CNNs. However, its
graph calibration cannot be integrated into the learning
process and optimized for specific tasks, resulting in task-
agnostic calibrated graphs with less discriminating fea-
tures for downstream tasks. To incorporate more expressive
calibrated graphs, enumerating methods have been pro-
posed [27]–[29], [38], albeit with intractable computational
costs. Consequently, sampling strategies are developed to
improve computational efficiency. PathConv [26] calibrates
the graph structures with random walk and applies convo-
lution to the generated node sequence. To guide the ran-
dom walk process, PathNet [39] further introduces entropy
maximization and sampling paths with increasing entropy.
PG-GNN [29] also utilizes sampling methods to convert
the neighborhood of nodes into sequences and models the
pairwise correlations by RNN. Despite using expressive
spatial filters, the above-mentioned sampling strategies still
involve increasing computational costs and may introduce
noisy signals. Compared to existing calibration-based mod-
els, our CoCN calibrates the input graphs with learnable
permutations that can be optimized for specific tasks, saving
time from enumeration or sampling.

2.2 Construction of Message-passing Pathways

The efforts devoted to determining optimal message path-
ways aim to modify the structure of a graph, facilitating
more effective message passing for graph learning. To obtain
optimal pathways, assessments of communication within
the input graph structure have been studied, such as bal-
anced Forman curvature [12], Ollivier-Ricci curvature [40],
and effective resistance [13], [17]. Based on the commu-
nication assessment, the addition and removal of edges
between nodes are employed to the input structures [41]–
[44]. However, directly altering the structure of the input
graph may lead to information loss [45] and degrade the
expressive capacity of GNNs. In contrast, Euclidean convo-
lutions serving as message-passing pathways are decoupled
from the input graphs, and do not necessitate alterations to
the original graph structures.

2.3 Hierarchical Message Passing

Except for node-level and graph-level features, the
intermediate-scale features are also crucial for graph rep-
resentation learning [19], [46]. To this end, GNNs with
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hierarchical representation learning have been studied, gen-
erally called graph pooling or graph coarsening. Defferrard
et al. [32] use the Graclus greedy algorithm to select and
combine node pairs at every coarsening level. To further
preserve structural information, more topology-based clus-
tering methods are adopted for iterative graph pooling,
such as edge collapsing [47], [48], structural similarity [49]
and spectral similarity [50]. Other node clustering meth-
ods [19], [51], [52] learn soft assignment matrix rather than
deterministic clustering to perform graph pooling. Except
for node clustering, node drop methods [20], [53]–[55] use
top-K selection method to drop irrelevant nodes. Despite
their effectiveness, these methods suffer from information
loss [56]. To address this problem, Wu et al. [56] use struc-
tural entropy to get a learning-free hierarchical structure.
Different from graph pooling methods, our CoCN avoids
node clustering or node drop layer-by-layer and performs
hierarchical representation learning directly through diago-
nal convolution with anti-diagonal compression.

3 PERMUTATION GENERATION

In this section, we describe how to approximate the permu-
tation matrix through differentiable procedures. The learn-
able nature of this method enables us to optimize task-
specific calibration on the general graph-structured data and
further facilitates the whole model to be trained end-to-end.

3.1 Preliminaries
Let G = (V, E) be a graph with node set V =
{v1, v2, · · · , vn} of n nodes and edge set E . Each node v ∈ V
has a feature vector xv ∈ Rd where d denotes the number
of features. We use X ∈ Rn×d to denote the graph node
feature matrix. Node feature vector x⊤

i corresponds to the
i-th row of X. Let A ∈ Rn×n be the adjacency matrix of G
and D ∈ Rn×n be the diagonal degree matrix. Ai,j = 1 if
there exists an edge ei,j = (i, j) ∈ E and Di,i =

∑
j Ai,j .

We use 1 ∈ Rn to denote the all-ones vector.
Let P be the permutation set over n indices, |P| = n!.

For any P ∈ P , P ∈ Rn×n, P1 = 1⊤P = 1, Pi,j ∈ {0, 1}.
Given function f(·, ·) and input features X and A, f is
permutation equivariant such that for any permutation ma-
trix P ∈ P , f(PX,PAP⊤) = Pf(X,A). As the intrinsic
features of graphs stay invariant under permutations of
the node order, GNNs are required to exhibit permutation
equivariance concerning the input node sequence and out-
put invariant features for each node.

3.2 Position Regression
Permutation on graphs can be regarded as node assignment.
Take row permutation as an example, Pi,j = 1 indicates
moving the node corresponding to the j-th row to the i-
th row. The objective of permutation generation is to learn
the target position for each node. Therefore, permutation
generation can be first formulated as a position regression
problem. To capture the global correlations between input
nodes, both individual node features and their correspond-
ing structures should be taken into consideration. To this
end, the position regression solution is derived under the
assumption that nodes with similar features or short paths

in between will get closer position predictions. The approx-
imate position rA ∈ Rn is given by:

rA = f (X,A) , (1)

where f can be any permutation equivariant function. Since
the approximate position for each node is a scalar, we can
apply a global pairwise value comparison to rank the nodes.
The resulted absolute position r ∈ Rn can be formulated as:

r = sgn
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
1, (2)

where sgn(·) denotes the sign function. If x > 0, sgn(x) =
1 otherwise sgn(x) = 0. Note that the sign function is not
differentiable. To address this problem, we use the sigmoid
function with ReLU to approximate the sign function in
backpropagation.

3.3 Permutation Matrix Generation
With Eq. 1 and Eq. 2, the generated node positions are
assigned to all input nodes. A natural follow-up question
is how to convert the absolute position r into a permutation
matrix. Given absolute position ri for the i-th node, the
corresponding permutation matrix P should have an entry
equal to 1 at (ri, i). To convert absolute positions into a
permutation matrix, the model needs to assign 1 to the given
positions. We resort to the cyclic shift [57] of matrix entries
to achieve entry value assignment on matrices.

We consider the column vector P·,j corresponding to the
j-th node assignment. Let m ∈ Rn denote the indicator of
P·,j , initialized as mi = i. The zero entry of m indicates
that the corresponding entry of P·,j equals 1, while non-zero
entries indicate the number of cyclic shift steps to 1. Pi,j is
mi steps away from 1. The cyclic shift on m is equivalent
to value assignment on P·,j . We use element-wise addition
and modulus operator to cyclically shift the indicator en-
tries. Given absolute position k, the initial indicator m takes
k steps cyclic shift by (m− k + n) (mod n).

We now extend to determine the whole permutation
matrix for the given absolute position r. Each column of
the permutation matrix corresponds to a single node assign-
ment. Let m1⊤ denote the initial indicator of the permuta-
tion matrix. The absolute position r can be converted into a
permutation matrix as:

P̂ = exp
{
−τ
[(

m1⊤ − 1r⊤ + n
)

(mod n)
]}

, (3)

where τ denotes the relaxation factor and exp(·) denotes
the exponential function for mapping indicator entries to
permutation entries. Note that the Eq. 3 gives the relaxed
permutation matrix to overcome the gradient vanishing
problem, where P̂i,j ∈ (0, 1]. One can instead use Propo-
sition 3.1 or replace exp(·) with other functions to get the
standard permutation matrix. Proofs for propositions in this
section are provided in the Appendix.

Proposition 3.1 (Permutation Convergence). P̂ converges to
standard permutation matrix as relaxation factor τ approaching
positive infinity: lim

τ→+∞
P̂ = P,P ∈ P .

For simplicity, we compile Eq. 1-3 as operation PERM(·).
The output of PERM(·) can be used to generate permutation
invariant input for subsequent convolution.
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Fig. 3. Compressed Convolution Network Pipeline. CoCN first permutes node feature and edge feature matrices based on the learnable
permutation matrix. Then diagonal convolution is applied to both feature matrices following the diagonal sliding fashion on the edge feature matrix.
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Proposition 3.2 (Permutation Invariant Input). Let f in
PERM(·) be a permutation equivariant function. Then given
P̂ = PERM(X,A), X̂ = P̂X, and Â = P̂AP̂⊤, for any P ∈ P
on X and A, X̂ and Â are invariant.

The calibration on graphs with position regression and
order permutation transfers the irregular graph to a regular
vector with proper order. Proposition 3.1 and 3.2 demon-
strate that such permutation is differentiable, convergent,
and input-order invariant, which facilitates flexible calcula-
tion of spatial convolutions.

4 DIAGONAL CONVOLUTION

The permutations serve as a spatial position mapping to
Euclidean space, arranging input nodes in a row. This
graph calibration ensures a uniform local geometry struc-
ture shared by all nodes, facilitating the generalization of
convolution from Euclidean space to graphs. Built upon this,
we now proceed to introduce the diagonal convolution op-
erator, specifically tailored for the calibrated node sequence
and its corresponding topological structure.

Let X̂ = P̂X be the sequential node feature matrix and
Â = P̂AP̂⊤ be the sequential topological feature matrix.
Note that the adjacency matrix can be seen as the edge fea-
ture matrix with a single channel. We can easily generalize
our model to multi-channel edge features. For simplicity,
we only consider the adjacency matrix here. Similar to
2D convolution, the diagonal structural convolution with
a single kernel can be formulated as:

Kstr
i

(
Â, k

)
=

k−1∑
p=0

k−1∑
q=0

wp,qÂi+p,i+q, (4)

where w ∈ Rk×k denotes the convolution kernel parameters
for Â, k denotes the kernel size and i denotes the index
of Â that corresponds to the top-left entry of convolution
kernel. Eq. 4 gives the single-step diagonal structural con-
volution. Typical 2D convolution follows the progressive
sliding fashion on images where the kernels first slide in
a column-wise manner and then row-wise. Instead, we
perform diagonal sliding on Â to adapt to the scale of
graphs. Specifically, for k×k convolution with step length s,
the top-left entry index i starts at (0, 0), moves to (s, s) and
stops at (n− k+ 1, n− k+ 1). Further including sequential
node features, the diagonal structural convolution can be
generalized to a unified diagonal convolution as:

Ki

(
Â, X̂, k

)
=

k−1∑
p=0

k−1∑
q=0

wp,qÂi+p,i+q +
d−1∑
t=0

vp,tX̂i+p,t

 ,

(5)
where v ∈ Rk×d denotes the convolution kernel parameters
for X̂. For the input graph with n nodes, applying k × k
diagonal convolution with diagonal sliding step length s
gives rise to the node feature vector of length ⌊n−k

s ⌋ + 1.
Let S = (Sj) ∈ R⌊n−k

s ⌋+1 denote the output single channel
node feature vector. We can formulate the multi-step diago-
nal convolution with diagonal sliding as:

S = K
(
Â, X̂, k, s

)
,

Sj = Ki

(
Â, X̂, k

)
, i = sj.

(6)

5 COMPRESSED CONVOLUTION NETWORKS

We present the general framework of the Compressed Con-
volution Network (CoCN), a GNN model that employs
diagonal convolution for hierarchical graph representation
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learning. We commence with a detailed explanation on
the implementation of the fundamental building blocks of
CoCN and then describe the network architecture for graph-
related tasks at both the node level and graph level. Under
the general framework, CoCN vanilla is developed with
explicit node features for position regression and plain com-
pressed convolution. On the other hand, CoCN expanded
extends to graphs with implicit node features and adopts
common practices from Euclidean convolution, including
residual connection [21] and inception mechanism [58].

5.1 Position Regression Module
The permutation module is described in Section 3. There are
many possible implementations of the permutation equiv-
ariant function in Eq. 1. In this paper, we propose solutions
tailored to deal with graphs based on the explicitness of
node features. For graphs with explicit node features, the
node features are explicitly available which can be denoted
as X. For graphs with implicit node features, characterized
by the lack of explicitly defined node features, the informa-
tion regarding node features is implicitly encoded within
the inherent structures of the graph.

Graphs with explicit node features. We use MLP to
learn node features and the Laplacian operator to smooth
the approximate position of connected nodes. Nodes with
similar features or short paths in between will have similar
positions. Eq. 1 can be written as:

rA = ÃtMLP(X), (7)

where Ã = D− 1
2AD− 1

2 denotes the Laplacian operator, and
t denotes the power of Ã to adjust the smoothness. MLP(·)
uses ReLU as the activation function at each layer.

Graphs with implicit node features. For graphs only
characterized by topological descriptions, explicit node fea-
tures are not available for position regression. Consequently,
we base node position regression solely on the distances be-
tween nodes, leading to proximate positions for nodes with
short paths in between. This intuition can be formulated as:

MU11⊤ − 11⊤MU⊤
= MD ⊙ d(A),

MD = 2MU − 11⊤,

MU = sgn
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
,

(8)

where MU and MD denote the sign matrices for the posi-
tion comparison between nodes. MU

ij ,M
D
ij = 1 if rAi > rAj ,

otherwise MU
ij = 0 and MD

ij = −1. ⊙ denotes element-
wise multiplication. d(·) denotes distance function such that
d(A) ∈ Rn×n. By substituting Eq. 2 into Eq. 8, the distance-
based constraint on the node positions is reformulated as:

r1⊤ − 1r⊤ = (2r− n1)1⊤ ⊙ 1

n
d(A). (9)

To solve for the position r, we adopt the equivalent vector-
ization with the Kronecker product and have the approxi-
mate position rA as:

rA ≈
[
diag

((
2

n
d(A)− 1

)◦2
1

)

+
4

n
d(A)− 1

]−1 2

n
d(A)◦21,

(10)

where (·)◦2 denotes element-wise square and d(·) is imple-
mented as the scaled shortest path distance. For detailed
derivation, please refer to the Appendix. Note that in Eq. 10,
we avoid introducing any learnable parameter. Therefore,
the approximate position for graphs with implicit node
features can be computed before the training procedure and
then transformed with MLP(·).

In practice, we produce multiple approximate positions
rA to allow node arrangements under different similarities.
The permutation generation module then follows Eq. 2 and
Eq. 3 to generate multiple permutations to the subsequent
convolution layers.

5.2 Compressed Convolution Module
5.2.1 Plain Compressed Convolution
To construct a multi-layer network with diagonal convolu-
tion, we need to update the input features at each layer. As
described in Section 4, the diagonal convolution follows the
diagonal sliding fashion on the input edge feature matrix (Â
for example). At each step, the diagonal convolution extracts
node set features including individual node features from
X̂ and the structure features among nodes from the main
diagonal blocks of Â.

For individual node feature update, we take input nodes
as n node sets where each node set only contains a single
node. Let H be the node set feature matrix and H(0) = X̂ be
the initial node set feature matrix. H can be updated with
the diagonal convolution output.

For structure feature update, let E be the structure
feature matrix initialized with E(0) = Â1. The off-
diagonal features in E that are not involved in the convo-
lution represent the topological structure features among
node sets. If the diagonal convolution takes unit sliding
steps, we can update E by removing the main diago-
nal blocks. We use PyTorch-style pseudo-code to formu-
late the update equation as E(l) = Tri(E(l−1), k) =
triu(E(l−1), k) + tril(E(l−1),−k), where k denotes the
kernel size, triu(·, i) denotes the upper triangular matrix
with i diagonals above the main diagonal and tril(·,−i)
denotes the lower triangular matrix with i diagonals below
the main diagonal. If the diagonal convolution takes non-
unit steps, we use standard 2D max pooling with the same
kernel size and step size as diagonal convolution to update
the structure features.

With the proposed update method, the structure feature
matrix E is compressed from the anti-diagonal direction.
We name this network layer with diagonal convolution and
anti-diagonal compression as compressed convolution layer.
The l-th compressed convolution layer with k(l) × k(l) di-
agonal convolution and sliding step s(l) is formulated as:

H(l) = σ
(
K
(
E(l−1),H(l−1), k(l), s(l)

))
, (11)

E(l) =

Tri
(
E(l−1), k(l)

)
, if s(l) = 1;

MaxPool
(
E(l−1), k(l), s(l)

)
, otherwise,

(12)

where σ denotes the ReLU function, E(l) ∈ Rn(l)×n(l)

and
n(l) denotes the number of the output node sets. Following

1. Â can be replaced with any multi-channel edge feature matrix.
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the common practice in CNN models, compressed convolu-
tion layers will contain multiple convolution kernels which
give rise to H(l) ∈ Rn(l)×c(l) , where c(l) denotes the number
of kernels. Compressed convolution layer with non-unit
step is referred to as compressed pooling layer in the following
context.
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Fig. 4. Incosistency in the Sizes of Node Sets.

5.2.2 Compositional Compressed Convolution
Inspired by the practice of traditional CNN models [21], we
seek to generalize the concept of residual connection [21]
and inception mechanism [58] for CoCN. Let H(l,k) ∈
Rn(l,k)×c(l,k)

be the convolution output of the l-th layer with
k × k kernels. Residual connection requires feature shape
alignment in the first dimension given different values of
l while inception aligns with different k. In Euclidean con-
volution, this can be easily implemented through feature
padding. However, in compressed convolution, different
l and k not only give rise to different values of n(l,k),
but also result in different sizes of the output node sets.
As presented in Fig. 4, groups of nodes or node sets are
compressed into higher-level node sets, expanding the size
of the output node sets. The output node sets at the 1-st
layer with 2 × 2 kernel contain 2 nodes while 3 × 3 kernel
gives rise to 3 nodes. Although padding could be utilized
to align the number of node sets across layers and kernels,
the sizes of individual node sets would still be inconsistent.
This inconsistency hinders the output fusion of H(l,k) with
different l and k, thus obstructing the generalization of
residual connection and inception mechanism. To address
this problem, we develop a residual compressed convo-
lution module and an inception compressed convolution
module for CoCN.

Residual Compressed Convolution. The insight behind
residual learning [21] in Euclidean convolution is that by
explicitly decoupling the forward process into identity map-
ping and learnable mapping (Fig. 5(a)), the layer should, at
a minimum, preserve the original input features. Specifi-
cally, the identity mapping passes on the original inputs as
intrinsic features while the learnable mapping extracts the
additional features. As a result, a deeper model performs at
least as well as its shallower counterpart. Motivated by this
key insight, we explore the definition of residual connection
in CoCN by answering “What are the intrinsic features the
layer should preserve in compressed convolution?”

18
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Fig. 5. Residual Convolution Comparison. Conv denotes Euclidean
convolution. CoConv denotes compressed convolution. TConv denotes
transposed convolution.

Through the l-th compressed convolution layer, CoCN
extracts hierarchical features where the lower-level collec-
tion of node sets V(l−1) are condensed into higher-level
collection V(l) in a bottom-up manner. The initial collection
V(0) is the input node set V , where each node set is a
single node. The extracted features indicate what and how
the lower-level components contribute to the construction
of higher-level node sets. Given individual features H(l−1)

and the corresponding relation features E(l−1) of the lower-
level node sets s(l−1), the extracted output should at least
preserve the features H(l−1) while incrementally learns the
topological structures among these constitutive lower-level
node sets. Therefore, identity mapping can be substituted
with average pooling to preserve individual construction
features H(l−1), as presented in Fig. 5(b). Eq. 11 can be
written as:

H(l) =σ
(
K
(
E(l−1),H(l−1), k(l), s(l)

))
+ AvgPool

(
H(l−1), k(l), s(l)

)
.

(13)

In addition to the compressed features, fine-grained
features are further required for node-level tasks. In con-
sequence, after producing features of different levels, we
then iteratively recover the lower-level features through
transposed convolution in a top-down manner. Given the
input higher-level features Ĥ(l), the target of transposed
convolution TConv(·, k(l), s(l)) is to decouple lower-level
features from higher-level supersets. Different from the in-
cremental learning in compressed convolution layers, trans-
posed convolution learns to remove the redundant features
from the intrinsic superset features. Therefore, we substitute
the addition-based residual connection with the subtraction-
based residual connection, as presented in Fig. 5(c). The
residual transposed convolution can be formulated as:

Ĥ(l−1) =σ
(
AvgPool

(
Dilat(Ĥ(l)), k(l), s(l)

))
− TConv

(
Ĥ(l), k(l), s(l)

)
,

(14)

where Dilat(·) denotes the intra-element padding, Ĥ(l−1)

denotes the recovered fine-grained features. Different from
the input features in the bottom-up compression, the re-
covered features not only contain the individual features of
lower-level node sets but also reveal the connection to other
node sets at a higher level.

Inception Compressed Convolution. Except for the
misalignment among the node sets across layers, different
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Fig. 6. Inception Convolution Comparison. Conv denotes Euclidean
convolution. CoConv denotes compressed convolution.

sizes of convolution kernels lead to distinct node sets. This
misalignment hinders the generalization of inception mod-
ule [58] to CoCN. To bridge the gap among different kernel
outputs, we append a post-pooling layer to individual con-
volution kernels and sum up the pooling result as the layer
output. An example of inception compressed convolution
module is presented in Fig. 6(b). By paralyzing multiple
convolution kernels, CoCN can gain a larger receptive field
with large kernels while capturing fine-grained local fea-
tures with small kernels.

5.3 Model Implementations

We now present the network structure of CoCN. CoCN
mainly contains four modules, i.e., input module, permu-
tation generation module, convolution module, and out-
put module. The detailed network structures of CoCN for
graph-level tasks and node-level tasks are presented in the
Appendix. The input module is implemented with a single-
layer linear transformation followed by layer normalization
and ReLU. The permutation generation module has been
described in Subsection 5.1. In the convolution module,
features permuted under different permutation matrices are
learned in parallel, where different permutation heads share
the same module parameters.

For both tasks, the down-sampling convolution block
consists of L1 compressed convolution layers with unit step,
L2 compressed pooling layers with the same step length as
filter size, and an optional single compressed convolution
layer with unit step. To recover node representations from
multi-scale features, we stack L1+L2+1 transposed convo-
lution layers [59] as an up-sampling convolution block for
node-level tasks.

In the output module of graph-level tasks, CoCN uses
max pooling to extract graph-level representation. While for
node-level tasks, CoCN re-permutes the extracted features
from the L-th layer with P̂⊤H(L) and concatenates the re-
permuted features under different permutations to perform
the final predictions.

6 SCALABLE COMPRESSED CONVOLUTION

CoCN achieves permutation invariance through learnable
permutations. Compared to enumeration methods [27]–[29],
the permutation module of CoCN depends on specific tasks

to generate the required permutations. As a result, CoCN
vanilla and CoCN expanded reduce the time complex-
ity of permutation modeling on n nodes from O(n!) to
O(n2), thus enabling tractable node permutation on graphs.
However, as the scale of real-world graphs continuously
grows, the scalability of GNNs becomes vital for graph
learning [60]. To extend CoCN on large-scale graphs, we
first remove the relaxation in Eq. 3 and propose the scalable
sparse CoCN with sparse permutation matrix and edge
features. Furthermore, to ensure the tractability of CoCNs
on graphs of various scales, segment CoCN is developed,
which learns the order of input nodes globally and performs
compressed convolution in a constrained window on the
learned node sequence. Both sparse and segment CoCNs
are extended from CoCN expanded, and termed unitedly
as CoCN turbo in this paper.

6.1 Sparse Compressed Convolution Networks

The computational bottleneck of CoCN originates from the
permutation generation module. To enable differentiable
graph calibration, this module performs relaxation on the
permutation matrix P̂. The computation of P̂ involves
dense pairwise calculations in Eq. 2 and Eq. 3. As a re-
sult, the output dense permutation matrix further produces
dense edge features, imposing heavy computation demands
on subsequent modules. To overcome the computational
bottleneck, improvements on the permutation module are
required.

For the absolute position r in Eq. 2, we derive the
refined forward and backward computation separately. In
forward propagation, a discrete ranking algorithm Rank(·)
is employed to replace the pairwise computation. For back-
propagation, the original Eq. 2 can be reformulated as

(original)

∂r

∂rA
=

∂

∂rA
sigmoid (C)1,

C = ReLU
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
,

(15)

where C denotes the dense pairwise position value compar-
ison result. The sigmoid function with ReLU is adopted to
approximate the sign function. For each node, only nodes
with lower ranking values contribute to the original result.
To avoid the dense pairwise computation in C, first-order
Taylor expansion is employed to approximate the sigmoid
function. Therefore, the backpropagation can be reformu-
lated as

(approx.)

∂r

∂rA
=

∂

∂rA

1

4
r̂,

r̂i = rirAi −
∑

j∈{c|rc<ri}

rAj .
(16)

For the detailed derivation of Eq. 16, please refer to the
Appendix. The space complexity of Eq. 2 is now reduced
to O(n) using Eq. 16. The time complexity depends on
the discrete ranking algorithms that are computationally
efficient with GPU implementations [61].

For Eq. 3, the relaxation factor τ controls the approxima-
tion level to the standard permutation matrix. According to
the empirical practice in Tab. 10 on small-scale benchmarks,
the optimal value of τ is around 1 to 10. In consequence,
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TABLE 1
Complexity Comparison.

Expanded Sparse Segment

Time
Comlexity

App. Position Reg. O(m) [7] or O(n) [10]
Abs. Position Reg. O(n2) [2] O(nlogn) [†] O(nlogn) +O(b2n) → O(nlogn) +O(b2nb) [†, 2]
Permutation Matrix Gen. O(n2) [3] O(n) [17] O(b2n) → O(b2nb) [3]
Convolution O(n3) max(O(m), O(n)) O(b3n) → O(b3nb)

Space Complexity O(n2) +O(m) O(n) +O(m) O(b2n) +O(m) → O(b2nb) +O(m)

n and m denote the number of input nodes and edges, respectively. b denotes the length of segments. nb denotes the number of nodes tackled in
a single epoch for segment CoCN. † represents that the corresponding time complexity depends on the ranking algorithm.

most entries in P̂ are close to 0, empowering the usage of
standard permutation matrices in CoCN:

Pij =

{
exp {Rank(rA)j − rj} , if Rank(rA)j = i;
0, otherwise,

(17)

where Rank(rA) denotes the discrete ranking result, and
r denotes the ranking result with approximate gradient
in Eq. 16. P is a sparse matrix, demanding O(n) space
complexity.
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Fig. 7. Segmentation on the Node Sequence.

6.2 Segment Compressed Convolution Networks

As the scale of real-world graphs continuously increases,
general GNNs may face limited capacity of computational
equipment. To ensure the tractability of CoCN on vari-
ous scales of input graphs, we further slice the permuted
node sequence into segments of length b. More specifically,
the input nodes can be first transformed into a permuted
node sequence with a discrete sorting algorithm. A sliding
window of size b is applied to the sequence with a unit
sliding step, as presented in Fig. 7. To ensure the num-
ber of generated segments equaling the number of input
nodes, circular padding is employed on the node sequence.
Each segment constitutes a segment graph with features
Xb ∈ Rb×d and Ab ∈ Rb×b extracted from the input graphs.
Given a segment with approximate position rsegA ∈ Rb,
CoCN then performs permutation and convolution on the
segment level. It should be noted that as the position regres-
sion process is computationally efficient, the approximate
positions can be computed on the full-graph level before
the segmentation.

For both node-level and graph-level tasks, segment
CoCN follows the graph-level network structure. In node-
level tasks, the generated segment graph can be regarded as

the property graph of the first node on the segment. Thus,
the pooled output representation for a given segment graph
is utilized to make predictions for the corresponding node.

6.3 Complexity Analysis

The theoretical complexity comparison among CoCN
expanded, sparse CoCN, and segment CoCN is presented
in Tab. 1. We note that the computational and space
complexity of CoCN expanded stay in line with CoCN
vanilla. Therefore, only CoCN expanded is analyzed in
this section. We further conduct empirical complexity analy-
sis in Section 7.3. The space complexity is determined by the
edge feature matrix and permutation matrix. Let m denote
the number of input edges. As the real-world graphs are
sparsely connected [46], the edge features of input graphs
can be constructed as sparse matrices with space com-
plexity of O(m). In consequence, the approximate position
regression for nodes with explicit features in Eq. 7 can be
performed with time complexity of O(m). In the regression
with implicit node features, Eq. 10 can be computed before
the training procedure, resulting in a time complexity of
O(n) during training.

For the absolute position regression, the required time
complexity of Eq. 2 in the CoCN expanded is O(n2). In
sparse CoCN, this can be reduced through a discrete ranking
algorithm with an average time complexity of O(nlogn).
In segment CoCN, the sliding segmentation process on
the sorted node sequence gives rise to n segments with
a single segment of length b. However, as the number of
input nodes n can be extremely large, the resulting space
complexity of O(b2n) in Eq. 2 becomes intractable. To ad-
dress this problem, we adopt mini-batching on the input
nodes after segmentation and pass on nb nodes with their
corresponding segments to the subsequent modules. For
permutation matrix generation, CoCN expanded demands
a time complexity of O(n2) in Eq. 3. In contrast, sparse
CoCN removes the relaxation on the permutation matrix
and achieves O(n) time complexity in Eq. 17.

The computational bottleneck in the convolution module
originates from the permutation process, where matrix mul-
tiplications of X̂ = P̂X and Â = P̂AP̂⊤ have time com-
plexity of O(n3). This can be reduced to max(O(m), O(n))
with the sparse permutation matrix and O(b3nb) with mini-
batching segments.
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TABLE 2
Graph Classification Results (measured by accuracy: %).

MUTAG PROTEINS NCI1 IMDB-B IMDB-M COLLAB
GRAPHS 188 1,113 4,110 1,000 1,500 5,000
AVG NODES 17.93 39.06 29.87 19.77 13 74.5
AVG EDGES 39.6 145.6 64.6 193.1 131.87 4,914.4
NODE FEATURES 7 3 37 0 0 0
PATCHY-SAN [25] 88.95±4.21 75.00±2.51 78.60±1.90 71.00±2.29 45.23±2.84 72.60±2.15

GCN [1] 69.50±1.78 73.24±0.73 76.29±1.79 73.26±0.46 50.39±0.41 80.59±0.27

GIN [62] 81.39±1.53 71.46±1.66 80.00±1.40 72.78±0.86 48.13±1.36 78.19±0.63

GRAPHSAGE [63] 83.60±9.60 73.00±4.50 76.00±1.80 68.80±4.50 47.60±3.50 73.90±1.70

PG-GNN [29] - 76.80±3.80 82.80±1.30 76.80±2.60 53.20±3.60 80.90±0.80

PATHNET [38] - 70.50±3.90 64.10±2.30 70.40±3.80 49.10±3.60 -
PATHNN [39] - 75.20±3.90 82.30±1.90 72.60±3.30 50.80±4.50 -
TOPKPOOL [20] 67.61±3.36 70.48±1.01 67.02±2.25 71.58±0.95 48.59±0.72 77.58±0.85

SAGPOOL [54] 73.67±4.28 71.56±1.49 67.45±1.11 72.55±1.28 50.23±0.44 78.03±0.31

ASAP [64] 77.83±1.49 73.92±0.63 71.48±0.42 72.81±0.50 50.78±0.75 78.64±0.50

DIFFPOOL [19] 79.22±1.02 76.25±1.00 62.32±1.90 73.14±0.70 51.31±0.72 82.13±0.43

SEP [56] 85.56±1.09 76.42±0.39 79.35±0.33 74.12±0.56 51.53±0.65 81.28±0.15

GMT [52] 83.44±1.33 75.09±0.59 76.35±2.62 73.48±0.76 50.66±0.82 80.74±0.54

COCN VANILLA (OURS) 87.08±0.17 76.86±0.13 82.89±0.19 77.26±0.27 56.32±0.18 86.15±0.10

COCN EXPANDED (OURS) 89.89±0.39 79.48±0.51 85.83±0.86 77.94±0.33 56.73±0.36 87.22±0.13

7 EXPERIMENTS

We empirically evaluate CoCN on real-world benchmarks.
The code of CoCN is implemented with PyTorch [61] and
PyTorch-Geometric [65]. All the experiments are conducted
on a single Nvidia Geforce RTX 4090. The detailed model
structure, baseline, and hyper-parameter settings are de-
lineated in the Appendix. CoCNs with plain compressed
convolution are denoted as CoCN vanilla, while CoCNs
with compositional compressed convolution and the general
node regression are denoted as CoCN expanded. In the ab-
lation, experiments are based on the basic CoCN framework
and augmented with specific modules.

7.1 Graph-level Tasks
7.1.1 Experimental Setups
For graph-level tasks, we evaluate CoCN on graph classi-
fication benchmarks and graph isomorphism benchmarks.
In graph classification, we use nine benchmarks including
three biochemical benchmarks [66] (MUTAG, PROTEINS,
and NCI1), three social network benchmarks [66] (COLLAB,
IMDB-BINARY, and IMDB-MULTI), and three brain con-
nectomics benchmarks [67] (HCP-Task, HCP-Gender, and
HCP-Age). In the graph isomorphism test, we use three
benchmarks including Graph8c, sr25 [68], and EXP [69]. For
biochemical and social network benchmarks, we perform
10-fold cross-validation following [62] and report average
performance. Since COLLAB, IMDB-BINARY, and IMDB-
MULTI have no input node features, we follow the common
practice [62] and use the one-hot encoding of node degrees
as node features. For graph isomorphism test benchmarks
with implicit node features, we employ Eq. 10 to obtain
node positions. The statistics of these benchmarks are sum-
marized in Tab. 2- 4.

7.1.2 Performance Analysis
Performance on Graph Classification. The results of CoCN
and baselines for graph classification are presented in Tab. 2

and Tab. 3. CoCN surpasses convolutional GNNs and graph
pooling methods on all benchmarks. Especially on social
network benchmarks like COLLAB that do not provide
any node features, CoCN vanilla and CoCN expanded
outperform baseline models by 1.71% and 3.75% on average,
respectively. Compared to information-preserving graph
pooling models SEP and GMT, CoCN benefits from its
explicit structure learning ability and extracts more discrim-
inative features solely from the input structures. The struc-
ture learning ability of CoCN can be further validated in
the graph isomorphism test and the ablation study (Section
7.3). For MUTAG, only PATCHY-SAN outperforms CoCN
vanilla but it becomes less promising compared to CoCN
expanded. PATCHY-SAN is very unstable across repeat
tests and degrades a lot on COLLAB and IMDB-M due
to the lack of edge feature learning. In contrast, CoCN
achieves better and more stable performance on the rest of
the benchmarks. In Section 7.3, we further demonstrate that
CoCN can achieve comparable performance to PATCHY-
SAN with only structure features on MUTAG.

Between CoCN vanilla and CoCN expanded, CoCN
expanded consistently achieves better performance, indi-
cating more effectiveness of the compositional compressed
convolution against its plain counterpart. We further val-
idate our compositional compressed convolution on brain
connectomics classification tasks against the Euclidean con-
volution model. As presented in Tab. 3, CoCN expanded
surpasses CNN by 4.77%, indicating its ability to effectively
tackle graph classification tasks.

Performance on Graph Isomorphism Test. To evaluate
CoCN on graph structure learning, we conduct experiments
on graph isomorphism tests. The numbers of undistin-
guished graph pairs of CoCN and baselines are presented in
Tab. 4. Among the baseline models, PPGN and GNNML that
are expressively equivalent to 3-WL (Weisfeiler-Lehman)
gain the best results while failing to distinguish any non-
isomorphic graph pairs in sr25. In contrast, CoCN suc-
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TABLE 3
Graph Classification Results on Brain Connectomics Benchmarks

(measured by accuracy: %).

HCP-Task HCP-Gender HCP-Age

Graphs 7,443 1,078 1,065
Avg Nodes 400 1,000 1,000
Avg Edges 7,029.18 45,578.61 45,588.40
Node Features 400 1,000 1,000

CNN [67] 95.88 76.39 44.23
RF [67] 88.98 69.90 43.38
k-GNN [70] 93.23 82.13 40.84
GCN [1] 94.21 75.46 42.72
ResGCN [71] 94.61 78.33 43.85
GIN [62] 89.79 75.56 40.00
ChebNet [32] 94.45 59.07 44.98
GAT [2] 95.02 76.20 41.97

CoCN exp. (Ours) 96.44 83.80 46.01

CoCN exp. denotes CoCN expanded.

TABLE 4
Graph Isomorphism Test (measured by number of

undistinguished non-isomorphic graph pairs).

Graph8c sr25 EXP
# non-iso. pairs 61,000,000 105 600
MLP [68] 293,000 105 600
GCN [1] 4,775 105 600
GAT [2] 1,828 105 600
GIN [62] 386 105 600
ChebNet [32] 44 105 71
PPGN [72] 0 105 0
GNNML [68] 0 105 0

CoCN exp. (Ours) 0 0 0

CoCN exp. denotes CoCN expanded.

cessfully discriminates all the non-isomorphic graph pairs,
owing to its explicit structure learning on the input graphs.
This indicates the effectiveness of CoCN in graph structure
learning.

7.2 Node-level Tasks

7.2.1 Experimental Setups
For node classification, we conduct experiments on nine
benchmarks including small-scale benchmarks (Chameleon,
Squirrel [82], Cornell, Texas, Wisconsin [73], and Actor [83]),
large-scale benchmarks (questions, amazon-ratings, tolok-
ers, and minesweeper) [84], (CoauthorCS, CoauthorPhysics,
AmazonComputers, and AmazonPhoto) [85] and ge-
nius [60]. For Chameleon, Squirrel, Cornell, Texas, and
Wisconsin, we use the same random train/validation/test
splits of 48%/32%/20% as [73]2 and report average perfor-
mance over ten splits. For the rest benchmarks, we follow
the original experimental settings [60], [84], [85]. We also
conduct experiments on PCQM-Contact [86] to explore the
potential of CoCN on the link prediction task. The statistics
of node-level benchmarks are summarized in Tab. 5-7.

2. The original random splits in [73] is 60%/20%/20%, which is
different from their open source data splits.

7.2.2 Performance Analysis

Performance on small-scale benchmarks. The results of
CoCN and baselines are presented in Tab. 5. CoCN gets
competitive results on all six benchmarks and outperforms
other baseline models on Chameleon, Squirrel, and Cornell.
For Texas, Wisconsin, and Actor, CoCN vanilla and CoCN
expanded slightly underperform GGCN and ACMII-GCN.
This is because the node connectivity is weak on these
benchmarks, making the structure features less informative
for CoCN. However, CoCN still constantly achieves supe-
rior performance compared to other models, which proves
the efficacy of our model for node classification. CoCN
expanded gains better performance than CoCN vanilla
on average. The effectiveness of CoCN expanded can be
further verified on the filtered benchmarks in Tab. 9, where
it is less sensitive to node duplicates compared to CoCN
vanilla.

Performance on large-scale benchmarks. We perform
experiments on large-scale benchmarks to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of CoCN turbo, i.e., sparse CoCN and segment
CoCN. The comparison results between CoCN and baseline
models are presented in Tab. 6 and 7. We can see that both
sparse and segment CoCNs successfully scale up to large-
scale graphs. Sparse CoCN achieves superior or comparable
performance against baseline models while being consis-
tent between homophilic and heterophilic benchmarks. For
segment CoCN, it gains competitive performance to the
baselines. Specifically, segment CoCN outperforms other
compared models on the largest benchmark genius. This
indicates that increasing the training data size benefits the
optimization of segment CoCN.

Performance on the link prediction benchmark. To
explore the potential of CoCN as a general graph represen-
tation learning backbone, we evaluate CoCN on the link
prediction task on PCQM-Contact dataset. By employing
compressed convolution on the input graphs, CoCN com-
pares pair-wise similarities between nodes and classifies
their relationships. As presented in Tab. 8, CoCN surpasses
the compared models on all three metrics, which verifies the
effectiveness of CoCN on general graph tasks.

Filtered Benchmarks. Platonov et al., [84] discover
substantial overlap between duplicate nodes in the training,
validation, and testing subsets of Chameleon and Squirrel.
This data leakage across splits leads GNNs to overfit the
test data during training, making the performance of GNNs
on Chameleon and Squirrel less reliable. To further validate
the performance of CoCN on Chameleon and Squirrel, we
utilize filtered versions of these benchmarks that exclude
duplicate nodes across splits. The performance comparison
between the original and filtered benchmarks is presented
in Tab. 9. The results of baselines are from [84]. The ranks
denote the accuracy ranking out of 15 models on the original
and filtered benchmarks, respectively. Part of the results are
presented in Tab. 9. For full results, please refer to the Ap-
pendix. CoCN consistently outperforms baseline models on
both original and filtered benchmarks. Compared to other
models, CoCN is less sensitive to node duplicates and has
stronger generalizing ability. These results provide further
validation of the reliability of CoCN on Chameleon and
Squirrel, demonstrating its potential for node classification.
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TABLE 5
Node Classification Results (measured by accuracy: %).

CHAMELEON SQUIRREL CORNELL TEXAS WISCONSIN ACTOR

AVG RANK
NODES 2,277 5,201 198 183 251 7,600
EDGES 36,101 198,493 295 309 499 33544
FEATURES 2,325 2,089 1,703 1,703 1,703 932
GCN [1] 59.82±2.58 36.89±1.34 57.03±4.67 59.46±5.25 59.80±6.99 30.26±0.79 12.17
MIXHOP [14] 60.50±2.53 43.80±1.48 73.51±6.34 77.84±7.73 75.88±4.90 32.22±2.34 9.33
CHEBNET [32] 55.24±2.76 43.86±1.64 74.30±7.46 77.30±4.07 79.41±4.46 34.11±1.09 9.17
GRAPHSAGE [63] 49.06±1.88 36.73±1.21 80.08±2.96 82.03±2.77 81.36±3.91 35.07±0.15 8.00
GEOM-GCN [73] 60.00±2.81 38.15±0.92 60.54±3.67 66.76±2.72 64.51±3.66 31.59±1.15 11.17
FAGCN [74] 46.07±2.11 30.83±0.69 76.76±5.87 76.49±2.87 79.61±1.58 34.82±1.35 10.17
APPNP [75] 40.44±2.02 29.20±1.45 56.76±4.58 55.10±6.23 54.59±6.13 30.02±0.89 14.00
LINKX [76] 68.42±1.38 61.81±1.80 77.84±5.81 74.60±8.37 75.49±5.72 36.10±1.55 7.17
GGCN [77] 71.14±1.84 55.17±1.58 85.68±6.63 84.86±4.55 86.86±3.29 37.54±1.56 2.50
ACMII-GCN [78] 68.46±1.70 51.80±1.50 85.95±5.64 86.76±4.75 87.45±3.74 36.43±1.20 2.33
GPRGCN [79] 62.59±2.04 46.31±2.46 78.11±6.55 81.35±5.32 82.55±6.23 35.16±0.90 6.17
GCNII [80] 63.86±3.04 38.47±1.58 77.86±3.79 80.39±3.83 77.57±3.40 37.44±1.30 6.50
AERO-GNN [81] 71.58±2.40 61.76±2.40 81.24±6.80 84.35±5.20 84.80±3.30 36.57±1.10 3.33
COCN VANILLA (OURS) 79.17±0.17 72.95±0.23 86.22±0.49 85.21±0.49 86.88±0.45 36.35±0.12 1.67
COCN EXPANDED (OURS) 79.35±1.42 72.98±1.78 83.39±1.65 84.90±1.05 86.92±1.41 36.62±0.85 1.33

TABLE 6
Node Classification Results on Large-scale Heterophilic Benchmarks

(measured by accuracy for amazon-ratings, ROC AUC for the rest:
%). OOM denotes hyperparameter settings run out of memory.

amazon
-ratings

mine
sweeper tolokers questions genius

Nodes 24,492 10,000 11,758 48,921 421,961
Egdes 93,050 39,402 519,000 153,540 984,979
Features 300 7 10 301 12

GCN [1] 48.70±0.63 89.75±0.52 83.64±0.67 76.09±1.27 87.42±0.37

GAT [2] 49.09±0.63 92.01±0.68 83.70±0.47 77.43±1.20 55.80±0.87

H2GCN [87] 36.47±0.23 89.71±0.31 73.35±1.01 63.59±1.46 OOM
GPRGCN [79] 44.88±0.34 86.24±0.61 72.94±0.97 55.48±0.91 90.05±0.31

SGC [33] 50.66±0.48 70.88±0.90 80.70±0.97 75.91±0.96 82.36±0.37

FAGCN [74] 44.12±0.30 88.17±0.73 77.75±1.05 77.24±1.26 -
GloGNN [88] 36.89±0.14 51.08±1.23 73.39±1.17 65.74±1.19 90.66±0.11

Sp. CoCN (Ours) 50.74±0.15 90.72±0.17 82.03±0.16 77.55±0.31 89.25±0.43

Seg. CoCN (Ours) 43.06±0.21 72.98±1.69 77.55±2.40 73.14±0.85 90.80±0.89

TABLE 7
Node Classification Results on Large-scale Homophilic

Benchmarks (measured by accuracy: %).

Coauthor
CS

Coauthor
Physics

Amazon
Photo

Amazon
Computers

Nodes 18,333 34,493 7,650 238,162
Egdes 81,894 247,962 119,043 245,778
Features 6,805 8,415 745 767
GCN [1] 92.92±0.12 96.18±0.07 92.70±0.20 89.65±0.52

GAT [2] 93.61±0.14 96.17±0.08 93.87±0.11 90.78±0.17

GraphSAGE [63] 89.93±0.79 92.47±0.94 79.37±1.38 88.04±0.85

GPRGCN [79] 95.13±0.09 96.85±0.08 94.49±0.14 89.32±0.29

GRAND [89] 89.20±0.62 90.72±0.87 89.05±0.73 81.09±0.70

GCNII [80] 91.16±0.28 92.97±0.60 89.98±0.86 82.72±0.98

A-DGN [90] 91.71±0.43 93.27±0.62 90.52±0.40 82.35±0.89

Sp. CoCN (Ours) 95.25±0.19 96.91±0.12 95.03±0.03 91.27±0.16

Seg. CoCN (Ours) 92.19±0.89 96.27±0.47 92.00±0.18 87.51±0.68

TABLE 8
Link Prediction Results on PCQM-Contact (measured by mean

reciprocal rank and hits at topK: %).

MRR Hits@1 Hits@3

Cache-GNN+RWSE [91] 34.88±0.08 14.63±0.11 41.02±0.08

Drew-GCN [45] 34.44±0.17 - -
Graph Diffuser [92] 33.88±0.11 13.69±0.12 40.53±0.11

GCN [1] 32.34±0.06 13.21±0.07 37.91±0.04

GatedGCN [93] 32.18±0.11 12.79±0.18 37.83±0.04

GINE [62], [94] 31.80±0.27 13.37±0.13 36.42±0.43

GCNII [80] 31.61±0.04 13.25±0.09 36.07±0.03

CoCN exp. (Ours) 37.13±0.37 17.52±0.28 41.25±0.52

CoCN exp. denotes CoCN expanded.

7.3 Model Analysis
7.3.1 Permutation Analysis
Position Regression Comparison. We conduct module
analysis on the position regression module in Section 5.1,
where nodes with similar features or short paths in between
will get closer position prediction. For graphs with explicit

node features, both the node feature matrix and the adja-
cency matrix are employed. To adjust the contribution of
graph structures in determining node position, a smooth-
ness parameter t is adopted. We compare the permutation
matrix P̂t with different values of t on Chameleon. The
relaxation factor τ is set to 0.01. The permuted adjacency
matrix P̂tAP̂⊤

t and the permuted node feature similarity
P̂tXX⊤P̂⊤

t are visualized in the first row and second row of
Fig. 8. For the adjacency matrix, the brighter pixels indicate
that nodes are connected in the input graphs. For the feature
similarity results, the brightness of the pixels indicates the
similarity values. When t equals 0, the absolute positions
only depend on node features. Nodes with similar features
are assigned together. As t increases, the adjacency of graph
nodes has more influence on the permutation. Edges in
the adjacency matrix, i.e., the brighter pixels in Fig. 8, are
permuted close to the main diagonal. This indicates that
densely connected nodes are assigned closer positions.

For input graphs with implicit node features, the posi-
tion regression solely relies on the distance between nodes.
As a result, nodes with short paths in between should
have closer positions. To evaluate our proposed position
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TABLE 9
Node Classification Results (measured by accuracy: %) on

Original / Filtered Chameleon and Squirrel.

Chameleon Squirrel
Ori. Filt. Ranks Ori. Filt. Ranks

ResNet+SGC [33] 49.93 41.01 11/4 34.36 38.36 11/7
ResNet+adj [84] 71.07 38.67 4/11 65.46 38.37 4/6
GCN [1] 50.18 40.89 9.5/5 39.06 39.47 8/4
FSGNN [3] 77.85 40.61 3/6 68.93 35.92 3/10
FAGCN [74] 64.23 41.90 7/3 47.63 41.08 6/2

CoCN va. (Ours) 79.17 41.95 2/2 72.95 39.69 2/3
CoCN exp. (Ours) 79.35 43.15 1/1 72.98 41.57 1/1

CoCN va. denotes CoCN vanilla and CoCN exp. denotes CoCN
expanded.
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Fig. 8. Permutation Results with Explicit Node Features. The results
are compared under different values of the smoothness parameter t.
The first row displays the permuted adjacency matrix and the brighter
pixels indicate that the nodes are connected in the adjacency matrix.
The second row displays the permuted node feature similarity and the
brightness of the pixels indicates the similarity.

regression method, we compare it against the Laplacian
position encoding method (LapPE) [95] and the random
walk position encoding method (RWPE) [96] on Chameleon,
Squirrel, and ACTOR. The relaxation factor τ is set to 10.
The corresponding permutation results on the adjacency
matrix of each method are presented in Fig. 9, where
brighter pixels indicate the connection of nodes. We can
see that our method constantly permutes edges close to the
main diagonal. The brighter pixels are distributed with a
clear boundary to the top-right and bottom-left corners. In
contrast, LapPE and RWPE fail on some or all benchmarks.
It should be noted that although LapPE can permute part
of the edges close to the main diagonal, the rest of the
edges are scattered in the figure without a clear boundary.
This demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed method
in learning structure-aware positions without explicit node
features.

Information Loss. We conduct graph reconstruction ex-
periments following [97] to study whether the proposed ap-
proximate permutations may cause information loss. Given
input features, an autoencoder is trained to recover the
original features from the permuted features. The learning
objective is to minimize the mean squared error (MSE)
between the input features and the recovered features. The
input graphs include synthetic graphs [97] of ring and
grid. The input features are the coordinates of nodes in
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Fig. 9. Permutation Results with Implicit Node Features. The results
are compared against the Laplacian position encoding method (LapPE)
and the random walk position encoding method (RWPE). The brighter
pixels indicate that the nodes are connected in the input graphs.

(a) Original (b) 0.01 (c) 0.1 (d) 1.0 (e) 10.0

Fig. 10. Permutation Information Loss. The results under different
relaxation factors τ are compared.

2D Euclidean space. The original synthetic graphs and the
corresponding recovered graphs under different relaxation
factors τ are presented in Fig. 10. The autoencoder can
recover the original node position with small distortion.
As τ increases, the distortion gets reduced. When τ equals
10, the autoencoder can reconstruct the graph with almost
no visible distortion. This suggests that our permutation
generation module can well approximate the permutation
matrix with little information loss.

We further conduct ablation studies on the relaxation
factor τ . The results are presented in Tab. 10. CoCN achieves
the best performance with large values of τ , such as 1 and
10. These results empower the usage of the sparse per-
mutation matrix and our further exploration towards more
scalable CoCNs, including sparse and segment CoCNs.

Multiple Permutations. We conduct ablation studies on
the number of permutations and analyze the convolution
module output from different permutations. Fig. 11 presents
the classification accuracy under different numbers of per-
mutations on MUTAG, Chameleon, Cornell, and Wiscon-
sin. As the number of permutations increases, CoCN gets
improvement in terms of accuracy for all the benchmarks.
We further analyze the relationship between different per-
mutations. Fig. 12 presents the average feature similarity
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TABLE 10
Ablation Studies on the Relaxation Factor (τ ).

0.01 0.1 1 10
CHAMELEON 67.32 77.63 79.17 75.88
PROTEINS 75.69 76.97 79.15 79.48
IMDB-B 76.60 77.50 78.00 77.00
IMDB-M 55.8 55.93 56.13 56.73 2 4 6 8 10 16

Number of Permutations

0.72

0.74

0.76

0.78

0.80

0.82

0.84

0.86

Ac
cu

ra
cy

MUTAG
WISCONSIN
CORNELL
CHAMELEON

Fig. 11. Ablation Studies on the Number
of Permutations.
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Fig. 12. Feature Similarity between Differ-
ent Permutations.
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Fig. 13. Computational Time Compari-
son. x denotes hyperparameter settings run
out of memory.
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Fig. 14. Complexity Comparison on
Small-scale Graphs.
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Fig. 15. Complexity Comparison on
Large-scale Graphs. nh denotes the num-
ber of permutations. x denotes hyperparam-
eter settings running out of memory.

between permutations during the training process. Given
two feature vectors x and y, the feature similarity is x⊤y/d
where d denotes the number of feature channels. The results
are normalized into [0, 1] for a unified presentation. From
Fig. 12, the model gradually learns to reduce the feature
similarity between different permutations. This indicates
that CoCN learns complementary feature representations
under different permutations, and validates the necessity of
multiple permutations for sufficient feature learning.

7.3.2 Complexity

We first conduct the running time analysis on CoCN
expanded with other hierarchical graph learning models.
For a fair comparison, the down-sampling rate σ is set to
20%, where the number of final output node sets equals σn.
All models perform down-sampling three times. Since Ât

in Eq. 7 can be computed before the training process, we set
t = 1 for the permutation generation of CoCN. The running
time on 100 Erdős-Rényi graphs with different scales is
presented in Fig. 13. We can see that the computational
efficiency of CoCN expanded is comparable against other
models and the computation of the permutation only takes
a small portion of the whole process.

To evaluate the computational efficiency of the scalable
CoCNs, we also perform complexity comparisons among
CoCN expanded and sparse/segment CoCNs. All models
are trained with 10 epochs on random synthetic graphs
with an average degree of 8. For segment CoCN, the seg-
mentation size b and batch size nb are set to 8 and 1000,
respectively. The comparison results are presented in Fig. 14
and 15. As CoCN expanded cannot scale to large-scale

graphs, the number of graph nodes included in the compar-
ison is restricted to be smaller than 20, 000 and presented in
Fig. 14. We can see that both sparse and segment CoCNs are
more efficient than CoCN expanded.

Delving into the comparison between sparse and seg-
ment CoCNs in Fig. 15, both variants can scale to large-scale
graphs. However, sparse CoCN still faces out-of-memory
issues under certain hyperparameter configurations. In con-
trast, segment CoCN achieves superior computational effi-
ciency and maintains scalability across various graph sizes.

7.3.3 Network Structure Analysis

Kernels and Layers. We conduct ablation studies on kernel
size k, the number of compressed convolution layers with
unit step L1, and the number of compressed pooling layers
L2 for amazon-ratings and Chameleon (Fig. 16). For brevity,
we refer to compressed convolution layers with unit step as
UCo and compressed pooling layers as PCo.

As shown in Fig. 16, CoCN achieves better performance
with increased receptive field size. In Fig. 16(a), ablations are
conducted on L1 while L2 is fixed to 1. The accuracy curves
exhibit a slight increase, followed by a sharp decline, with
peak accuracy occurring at small receptive field sizes. In
contrast, CoCN attains peak performance with much larger
receptive fields in the ablation study on L2 (Fig. 16(b)).
This is due to the inability of UCo to expand the size of
the receptive fields efficiently. It requires stacking multiple
layers to achieve large receptive fields, which burdens the
parameter optimization on CoCN. As a result, CoCN mainly
relies on PCos to get larger receptive fields.
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TABLE 11
Ablation Study (measured by accuracy and improvements: %) on

Residual Connection and Inception Mechanism.

Plain Inception Res. Conn. Full
Acc. Acc. Imp. Acc. Imp. Acc. Imp.

PROTEINS 73.72 77.16 +4.66 79.45 +7.77 78.18 +6.05
COLLAB 86.03 87.89 +2.16 86.19 +0.19 87.22 +1.38
IMDB-B 76.95 77.58 +0.82 77.26 +0.40 77.94 +1.29
questions 75.53 73.73 -2.38 77.90 +3.14 74.05 -1.96
tolokers 73.12 77.15 +5.51 81.50 +11.46 82.03 +12.19
CoauthorCS 94.46 90.34 -4.36 95.25 +0.84 95.34 +0.93
AmazonPhoto 93.40 90.00 -3.64 93.68 +0.30 95.03 +1.75

Imp. denotes the improvements of each CoCN variant to their corresponding plain
variants.

TABLE 12
Ablation Study (measured by accuracy: %) on Structure

Features and Node Features.

Str. Feat. Nod. Feat. Both

Chameleon 67.82 77.98 79.17
Squirrel 72.79 71.91 72.95
Actor 33.73 34.36 35.55
MUTAG 88.35 85.12 87.08
NCI1 64.08 78.65 82.28
IMDB-B 70.47 76.17 77.26
COLLAB 78.14 84.46 86.15

However, while failing to efficiently expand the re-
ceptive field, UCo can extract more fine-grain features
than PCo. On amazon-ratings, stacking UCos achieves
better performance than stacking PCos. This indicates
that the required receptive fields for individual nodes in
amazon-ratings are small, so capturing fine-grain features
benefits the corresponding task. Different from amazon-
ratings, nodes in CHAMELEON require larger receptive
fields. Compared between Fig. 16(a) and Fig. 16(b) of
CHAMELEON, stacking PCos expands the receptive fields
efficiently and achieves better performance than stacking
UCos. Moreover, in Fig. 16(a) of CHAMELEON, the per-
formance of CoCN starts to increase again after the decline.
This indicates a trade-off between the difficulty of optimiza-
tion and the expanding of receptive fields, where stacking
multiple UCos can expand the receptive fields but burdens
the optimization.

For different kernel sizes k, CoCN with smaller k = 3
and 5 has better performance. This is because the receptive
fields of CoCN with larger kernels (k = 7 and 9) increase
rapidly where CoCN can hardly capture fine-grain features.
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Fig. 16. Ablation Studies on Kernel Size (k) and Receptive Field
Size. L1 and L2 denote the numbers of compressed convolution layers
with unit step and compressed pooling layers, respectively

Compositional Convolution Modules. With general-
ized residual connection and inception mechanism, we con-
duct ablation studies on the compositional compressed con-

volution modules. As presented in Tab. 11, the residual con-
nection can consistently improve the performance of CoCN
on both graph-level and node-level tasks. For the inception
module, it can benefit CoCN on most benchmarks while
causing degradation against the plain variants on questions,
CoauthorCS, and AmazonPhoto. CoCN combined with in-
ception modules and residual connection achieves better
or even the best performance on these benchmarks. This
demonstrates that explicitly separating the intrinsic features
from the incremental or decremental features via residual
connection is critical for CoCN on graph learning.

7.3.4 Feature Analysis
We perform ablation studies on node features and struc-
ture features. Results on node classification benchmarks
(Chameleon, Squirrel, and Actor) and graph classifica-
tion benchmarks (MUTAG, NCI1, COLLAB, and IMDB-
BINARY) are presented in Tab. 12. We can see that CoCN
with both types of features has better performance on most
benchmarks. Therefore, both node features and structure
features generally contribute to the model prediction. It
should be noted that CoCN can still obtain good perfor-
mance with only structure features. These results demon-
strate the structure learning ability of CoCN.

8 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a differentiable permutation
method for generalizing Euclidean convolution to graphs.
The permutation generation can be formulated as a node po-
sition assignment problem and transformed the generated
node positions into an approximated permutation matrix
with cyclic shift. Based on the permuted nodes, Euclidean
convolution can be generalized to graph-structured data.
Specifically, we designed diagonal convolution for graphs
to learn both node features and the corresponding structure
features. Building upon the permutation generation and di-
agonal convolution, we further presented Compressed Con-
volution Network (CoCN), a hierarchical GNN model for
graph representation learning. CoCN can be integrated with
successful practices from Euclidean convolution, including
residual connection and inception mechanism. Experiment
results show that CoCN achieves superior performance on
both node-level and graph-level tasks. The effectiveness of
CoCN is consistent between heterophilic and homophilic
benchmarks and scalable to large-scale benchmarks. Com-
prehensive empirical analysis demonstrates the potential
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of CoCN as a general graph learning backbone. We will
further extend CoCN to more downstream tasks, such as
brain network study and intelligent transportation systems.
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APPENDIX A
PROOFS

A.1 Proof of Proposition 3.1
Proposition 3.1. (Permutation Convergence) P̂ converges to
standard permutation matrix as relaxation factor τ approaching
positive infinity: lim

τ→+∞
P̂ = P,P ∈ P .

Proof. Assuming that we have absolute position r ∈ Rn

given by Eq. 2 where sgn(·) ∈ {0, 1}, r is a integer vector
and ri ∈ [0, n − 1]. Let mP = (m1⊤ − 1r⊤ + n) (mod n)
and P̂ = exp(−τmP ). For every row of mP , there always
exists an entry equal to 0 where the corresponding entry in
P̂ constantly equals 1. The rest entries are integers belonging
to [1, n− 1], and the corresponding entries in P̂ converge to
0 as τ approaches positive infinity.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 3.2
Proposition 3.2. (Permutation Invariant Input) Let f be
a permutation equivariant function such that for any P ∈ P ,
f(PX,PAP⊤) = Pf(X,A). Then given P̂ = PERM(X,A),
X̂ = P̂X, and Â = P̂AP̂⊤, for any P ∈ P on X and A, X̂
and Â are invariant.

Proof. We first prove that PERM(·) is permutation equivari-
ant. Given PX and PAP⊤ for any P ∈ P , the output of f
can be written as PrA = f(PX,PAP⊤). Substituting PrA
into Eq. 2 gives:

sgn
(
PrA1

⊤ − 1r⊤AP
⊤
)
1

=sgn
(
PrA1

⊤P⊤ −P1r⊤AP
⊤
)
1

=Psgn
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
P⊤1

=Psgn
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
1

=Pr

(18)

Therefore, Eq. 2 is permutation equivariant. Further substi-
tuting Pr into Eq. 3 gives:

exp
{
−τ
[(

m1⊤ − 1r⊤P⊤ + n
)

(mod n)
]}

=exp
{
−τ
[(

m1⊤P⊤ − 1r⊤P⊤ + n
)

(mod n)
]}

=exp
{
−τ
[(

m1⊤ − 1r⊤ + n
)

(mod n)
]}

P⊤

=P̂P⊤

(19)

Hence PERM(·) is permutation equivariant. For any P ∈
P , we can use the generated permutation matrix P̂P⊤

to permute the input features where P̂P⊤(PX) = P̂X
and P̂P⊤(PAP⊤)PP̂⊤ = P̂AP̂⊤. Therefore, given P̂ =
PERM(X,A), X̂ = P̂X and Â = P̂AP̂⊤, X̂ and Â are
invariant for any P ∈ P on X and A.

APPENDIX B
DERIVATION

B.1 Derivation on the Eq. 10
For graphs with implicit node features, we base node po-
sition regression solely on the distances between nodes,
leading to proximate positions for nodes with short paths
in between. This intuition can be further formulated as:

MU11⊤ − 11⊤MU⊤
= MD ⊙ d(A),

MD = 2MU − 11⊤,

MU = sgn
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
,

(20)

where MU and MD denote the sign matrix, ⊙ denotes
element-wise multiplication. d(·) denotes distance function
such that d(A) ∈ Rn×n. By substituting Eq. 2 into Eq. 8,
the distance-based constraint on the node positions can be
reformulated as:

r1⊤ − 1r⊤ = (2r− n1)1⊤ ⊙ 1

n
d(A). (21)

Then we can apply vectorization to both side of the equation
and obtain

(1⊗ I− I⊗ 1)r

=
1

n
diag (vec(d(A)))vec(2r1⊤ − n11⊤)

=
1

n
diag (vec(d(A)))

[
(1⊗ I)2r− vec(n11⊤)

]
,

(22)

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product, diag(·) denotes
the diagonalization to the input vector, and vec(·) denotes
vectorization to the input matrix. By combing like terms, We
then employ Moore-Penrose inverse and get

r =((U+V)⊤(U+V))−1

(U+V)⊤vec(d(A))

=(U⊤U+U⊤V +V⊤U+V⊤V)−1

(U+V)⊤vec(d(A)),

(23)

where U = I ⊗ 1, V = diag (vec(d(A)− 1)) (1 ⊗ I). We
can derive the terms separately as

U⊤U = (I⊗ 1⊤)(I⊗ 1) = I⊗ 1⊤1 = I,

U⊤V = vec(d(A)− 1),

V⊤V = diag

((
2

n
d(A)− 1

)◦2
1

)
,

(U+V)⊤vec(d(A)) =
2

n
d(A)◦21,

(24)

with which we finally have the approximation position for
graphs with implicit node features as

rA ≈
[
diag

((
2

n
d(A)− 1

)◦2
1

)

+
4

n
d(A)− 1

]−1 2

n
d(A)◦21,

(25)
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where (·)◦2 denotes element-wise square and d(·) is imple-
mented as the scaled shortest path distance.

B.2 Derivation on the Eq. 16
In the backpropagation of the absolute position r, the origi-
nal Eq. 2 can be formulated as

(original)

∂r

∂rA
=

∂

∂rA
sigmoid (C)1,

C = ReLU
(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
,

(26)

where C denotes the dense pairwise comparison result. The
sigmoid function with ReLU is adopted to approximate the
sign function. To avoid the dense pairwise computation in
C, first-order Taylor expansion is employed to approximate
the sigmoid function. Therefore, the absolute position r can
be reformulated as

rback =
n

2
+

1

4
C1

=
n

2
+

1

4
ReLU

(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
1.

(27)

For each node, only nodes with a lower ranking value
contribute to the second term. Therefore, given the ranking
result r and the approximation position rA in the forward
propagation, the second term of rback can be reformulated
as

1

4
r̂i =

1

4

[
ReLU

(
rA1

⊤ − 1r⊤A

)
1
]
i

=
1

4
rirAi −

∑
j∈{c|rc<ri}

rAj .
(28)

This gives rise to the formulation of backpropagation as

(approx.)

∂r

∂rA
=

∂

∂rA

1

4
r̂,

r̂i = rirAi −
∑

j∈{c|rc<ri}

rAj .
(29)

APPENDIX C
DETAILS FOR EXPERIMENTS

C.1 Graph-level Tasks
Benchmarks. We evaluate CoCN on nine benchmarks for
graph classification, including three biochemical bench-
marks [66] (MUTAG, PROTEINS, NCI1), three social net-
work benchmarks [66] (COLLAB, IMDB-BINARY, IMDB-
MULTI), and three brain connectomics benchmarks [67]
(HCP-Task, HCP-Gender, HCP-Age). MUTAG is a collec-
tion of nitroaromatic compounds. It includes 188 graphs
of chemical compounds labeled with their mutagenicity on
Salmonella typhimurium. PROTEINS is a collection of 1,113
proteins with amino acids as nodes. The goal is to predict
whether the protein graphs are enzymes or not. NCI1 is col-
lected by National Cancer Institute (NCI) with 4,110 graphs
of chemical compounds. The graphs are labeled by whether
the corresponding compounds are positive or negative for
cell lung cancer. All three biochemical datasets use the one-
hot node labels as node features. IMDB-BINARY and IMDB-
MULTI are two movie actor/actress collaboration network
datasets labeled by the genre of the movies. COLLAB is a
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Fig. 17. Compressed Convolution Network Structure. The CoConv
layer represents compressed convolution layers. Pooling represents
compressed pooling layers. TConv represents transposed convolution
with ReLU. The dashed lines represent shortcut with average pooling

scientific collaboration network dataset. Each graph repre-
sents a researcher’s ego network with collaborators and is
labeled by the scientific study field of the researcher. HCP-
Task, HCP-Gender, and HCP-Age represent three collections
of brain connectomics graphs constructed from functional
MRI (fMRI) data. Gender classification is a binary task
distinguishing between male and female subjects. Age pre-
diction involves categorizing individuals into three distinct
groups: 22-25 years, 26-30 years, and 31-35 years. The task
state prediction encompasses seven domains: Emotion Pro-
cessing, Gambling, Language, Motor, Relational Processing,
Social Cognition, and Working Memory.

We also conduct graph isomorphism tests on Graph8c,
sr25 [68], and EXP [69]. Graph8c is constituted with 11,117
possible connected non-isomorphic graphs, where each
graph contains 8 nodes. We perform pairwise comparisons
across all graphs within this dataset, resulting in over 61M
comparative evaluations. Sr25 comprises 15 strongly regular
graphs, where each graph contains 25 nodes with a degree
of 12 for every node. Evaluations are performed across
all pairwise combinations of these graphs, resulting in 105
distinct graph pair comparisons. EXP contains 600 pairs of
1-WL equivalent graphs. Following Balcilar et al., in [68], we
limit the number of parameters for CoCN to 30K.

Baselines. For baseline models, we consider (1) GNNs
with different convolution designs including PATCHY-
SAN [25], ChebNet [32], GCN [1], ResGCN [71], Graph-
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TABLE 13
Detailed Experimental Setup For Node-level Tasks.

t L1 L2 DROPOUT

CHAMELEON {0, 1} {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} {0.1, 0.5}
SQUIRREL 1 {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} {0.1, 0.5}
CORNELL 0 1 3 0.5
TEXAS 0 1 3 0.5
WISCONSIN 0 1 3 0.5
ACTOR 0 2 4 0.3
GENIUS 6 4 1 0.1
QUESTIONS 6 4 1 0.1
AMAZON-RATINGS 6 4 0 0.5
TOLOKERS 1 1 3 0.1
MINESWEEPER 4 5 1 0.4
COAUTHORCS 6 4 1 0.5
COAUTHORPHYSICS 6 4 1 0.7
AMAZONPHOTO 6 5 1 0.5
AMAZONCOMPUTERS 6 6 1 0.5
PCQM-CONTACT 6 4 1 0.0

SAGE [63], GAT [2], GIN [62], SGC [33], k-GNN [70],
PPGN [72], GNNML [68], PG-GNN [29], PathNet [38]
and PathNN [39]; (2) Node drop based hierarchical graph
pooling models including TopKPool [20], SAGPool [54]
and ASAP [64]; and (3) Node clustering based hierarchical
graph pooling models including DiffPool [19], SEP [56] and
GMT [52]. For brain connectomics benchmarks, we also
follow the original experimental setting [67] and include
CNN and Random Forest (RF).

Experimental Setup. For experiments on all datasets, the
learning rate is set ∈ {1 × 10−4, 1 × 10−3}, the hidden size
is set to 64, and the dropout rate is set ∈ {0.3, 0.5}. For
Adam [98] optimizer, weight decay is set ∈ {1 × 10−4, 5 ×
10−4, 1× 10−3, 1× 10−2, 1× 10−1}. We also use early stop-
ping regularization, where we stop the training if there is no
further reduction in the validation loss during 100 epochs.
The maximum epoch number is set to 200. The batch size
is set to 4 on MUTAG and PROTEINS, 8 on NCI1, IMDB-
BINARY and IMDB-MULTI, and 32 on COLLAB, HCP-
Task, HCP-Gender, and HCP-Age. We follow the network
structure in Fig. 17(a) to construct CoCN. For all datasets,
the smoothness parameter t in Eq. 7 is set ∈ {6, 8}, the
number of permutations is set to 8, the relaxation factor τ is
set ∈ {0.1, 1, 10}, L1 is set ∈ {1, 3, 4}, L2 is set to 1, and the
kernel size is set ∈ {5, 7, 9}.

C.2 Node-level Tasks

Benchmarks. For node-level tasks, we include six small-
scale node classification benchmarks (Chameleon, Squir-
rel [82], Cornell, Texas, Wisconsin [73] and Actor [83]),
five large-scale heterophilic benchmarks (amazon-ratings,
minesweeper, tolokers, questions [84], genius [76]), and
four large-scale homophilic benchmarks [85] (CoauthorCS,
CoauthorPhysics, AmazonPhoto, AmazonComputers).

Chameleon and Squirrel are collected from Wikipedia.
Each graph corresponds to a topic in Wikipedia. The nodes
represent Web pages with keywords of the pages as node
features. The edges are links between Web pages. Based on

the average monthly traffic, the nodes are classified into
five classes. Cornell, Texas, and Wisconsin are Web page
datasets collected from computer departments of different
universities. Actor is an actor-actor relation dataset with
nodes representing actors. For each node, the features are
the keywords of the corresponding actor on Wikipedia. Two
nodes are connected if they appear on the same page.

CoauthorCS and CoauthorPhysics are collected from
the Microsoft Academic Graph. Each graph represents a
co-authorship graph where nodes denote researchers and
edges denote co-authorship relationships. The task is to cat-
egorize each author’s dominant research domain as either
computer science or physics. AmazonComputers and Ama-
zonPhotos constitute Amazon co-purchase graphs. Nodes
denote products and edges denote co-purchase relation be-
tween pairs of items. Graph labels categorize the products.

Questions is collected from the Yandex Q question-
answering website, constituted user activity graphs from
September 2021 to August 2022. In these graphs, nodes
represent users interested in ’medicine’, and edges indicate
one user answering another user’s posted question. The
task at hand is to predict which users remained active on
the website. Amazon-ratings utilizes the Amazon product
co-purchasing network metadata sourced from the SNAP
Datasets [99]. Nodes represent products, and edges encode
frequent co-purchase relations between pairs of items. The
task involves predicting the average reviewer rating for
each product. Tolokers is constituted of crowdsourcing par-
ticipation data sourced from the Toloka platform. Nodes
denote contributors (tolokers) who have participated in at
least one out of 13 selected projects. Edges link pairs of
tolokers who have completed the same tasks. The associated
task is to predict which tolokers have been banned from
projects. Minesweeper is a synthetic 100x100 grid network.
Nodes denote grid cells. The associated prediction task is to
classify which nodes are mine or not. Genius is an online
social network with nodes representing users. The task is to
predict whether the accounts are marked or not.

We also evaluate CoCN on a link prediction benchmark
PCQM-Contact [86]. PCQM-Contact is collected for molec-
ular property prediction evaluation with 529,434 molecular
graphs. The task is to predict whether pairs of nodes contact
each other in the 3D space.

Baselines. We consider GNNs with different convolu-
tion designs which can make node-level predictions, in-
cluding ChebNet [32], GCN [1], GraphSAGE [63], Gat-
edGCN [93], APPNP [75], GAT [2], SGC [33], MixHop [14],
Geom-GCN [73], GCNII [80], H2GCN [87], GINE [94], [100],
FAGCN [74], LINKX [76], GRAND [89], GloGNN [88], FS-
GNN [3], GBK-GNN [101], JacobiConv [36], GGCN [77],
GPRGCN [79], ACMII-GCN [78], Graph Diffuser [92],
A-DGN [90], AERO-GNN [81], Drew-GCN [45], Cache-
GNN [91] with random walk positional encoding [96] and
ResNet with GNN methods [84].

Experimental Setup. For experiments on all datasets, the
learning rate is set ∈ {1×10−4, 1×10−3}, the hidden size is
set ∈ {64, 128}, and the weight decay is set ∈ {1×10−4, 5×
10−4, 1 × 10−3, 1 × 10−2, 1 × 10−1}. The maximum epoch
number is set to 1,000. We stop the training if there is no
further reduction in the validation loss during 150 epochs.
We follow the network structure in Fig. 17(b) to construct
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TABLE 14
Full comparison Node Classification Results (measured by
accuracy: %) on Original / Filtered Chameleon and Squirrel.

Chameleon Squirrel
Ori. Filt. Ranks Ori. Filt. Ranks

ResNet [84] 49.52 36.73 12/13 33.88 36.55 12/8
ResNet+SGC [33] 49.93 41.01 11/4 34.36 38.36 11/7
ResNet+adj [84] 71.07 38.67 4/11 65.46 38.37 4/6
GCN [1] 50.18 40.89 9.5/5 39.06 39.47 8/4
GraphSAGE [63] 50.18 37.77 9.5/12 35.83 36.09 10/9
GAT [2] 45.02 39.21 15/9 32.21 35.62 14/11
H2GCN [87] 46.27 26.75 14/14 29.45 35.10 15/14
GPRGNN [79] 47.26 39.93 13/7 33.39 38.95 13/5
FSGNN [3] 77.85 40.61 3/6 68.93 35.92 3/10
GloGNN [88] 70.04 25.90 5/15 61.21 35.11 5/13
FAGCN [74] 64.23 41.90 7/3 47.63 41.08 6/2
GBK-GNN [101] 51.36 39.61 8/8 37.06 35.51 9/13
JacobiConv [36] 68.33 39.00 6/10 46.17 29.71 7/15

CoCN va. (Ours) 79.17 41.95 2/2 72.95 39.69 2/3
CoCN exp. (Ours) 79.35 43.15 1/1 72.98 41.57 1/1

CoCN va. denotes CoCN vanilla and CoCN exp. denotes CoCN
expanded.

CoCN. The number of permutations is set ∈ {8, 10}, the
relaxation factor τ is set ∈ {0.1, 1, 10} and the kernel size is
set to 5. The rest of the hyper-parameter setting and detailed
network structure for all datasets are summarized in Tab. 13.

C.3 Model Analysis
For all the experiments in Subsection 7.3, the number of
permutations is set to 8, the learning rate is set to 1 × 10−3

for large-scale node classification benchmarks and 1× 10−4

for the others, and the hidden size is set to 64. For the
permutation information loss experiment, we construct the
autoencoder with the permutation generation module. The
position smoothness parameter t is set to 6 and the dropout
rate is set to 0, the maximum epoch is set to 10, 000 and the
early stopping patience is set to 2, 000 epochs. For the rest of
the experiments, the experimental setup is the same as the
classification experiments except for the ablation items.
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