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Abstract

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have exhibited remarkable ef-
ficacy in diverse graph learning tasks, particularly on static ho-
mophilic graphs. Recent attention has pivoted towards more in-
tricate structures, encompassing (1) static heterophilic graphs
encountering the edge heterophily issue in the spatial domain
and (2) event-based continuous graphs in the temporal domain.
State-of-the-art (SOTA) has been concurrently addressing
these two lines of work but tends to overlook the presence of
heterophily in the temporal domain, constituting the temporal
heterophily issue. Furthermore, we highlight that the edge het-
erophily issue and the temporal heterophily issue often co-exist
in event-based continuous graphs, giving rise to the temporal
edge heterophily challenge. To tackle this challenge, this paper
first introduces the temporal edge heterophily measurement.
Subsequently, we propose the Temporal Heterophilic Graph
Convolutional Network (THEGCN), an innovative model that
incorporates the low/high-pass graph signal filtering technique
to accurately capture both edge (spatial) heterophily and tem-
poral heterophily. Specifically, the THEGCN model consists
of two key components: a sampler and an aggregator. The sam-
pler selects events relevant to a node at a given moment. Then,
the aggregator executes message-passing, encoding temporal
information, node attributes, and edge attributes into node em-
beddings. Extensive experiments conducted on 5 real-world
datasets validate the efficacy of THEGCN.

Introduction

! Graph Neural Network (GNN) (Kipf and Welling 2016;
Velickovi€ et al. 2017; Hamilton, Ying, and Leskovec 2017)
has exhibited great power in a large number of graph learning
tasks, such as node classification (Kipf and Welling 2016),
link prediction (Zhang and Chen 2018), recommender sys-
tems (Wang et al. 2022) and many more. The homophily
assumption, i.e., the connected node pairs tend to share the
same labels, is widely adopted by many existing GNNs. Be-
yond that, most GNNs are designed for static graphs, whose
topology and attributes are fixed once the graph is constructed.
Recently, graphs with more complex topology and attributes,
such as heterophilic graphs and temporal graphs, have at-
tracted increasing research attention. In the spatial domain,
it is found that mainstream GNNSs have difficulties handling
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(a) Edge homophily. (b) Edge heterophily.

Figure 1: Examples of edge homophily (a) and edge het-
erophily (b). In (a), nodes with same labels (i.e., colors) tend
to connect (solid lines), while in (b), most edges (dashed
lines) link nodes with different labels.

the edge heterophily issue, which refers to the phenomenon
that connected nodes may have distinct labels/classes in real-
world graphs (Bo et al. 2021; Luan et al. 2021). Examples of
edge homophily and edge heterophily are shown in Figure 1.
Numerous GNNs (Li et al. 2022; Du et al. 2022; Zheng et al.
2022) have been proposed to solve the edge heterophily is-
sue. For example, H2GCN (Zhu et al. 2020) samples distant
neighbors for message-passing. FAGCN (Bo et al. 2021) and
GPRGNN (Chien et al. 2020) use adaptive low/high-pass
filters to make connected node pairs share similar/disparate
embeddings. On the other hand, in the temporal domain,
the real-world graphs keep evolving over time due to the
ever-emerging events. To model such event-based continu-
ous graphs, TGAT (Xu et al. 2020) and TGN (Rossi et al.
2020) transfer the homophily assumption from static GNNs
to temporal graphs and utilize the attention technique for
message-passing. To summarize, as shown in Table 1, SOTA
has been addressing these two lines of work almost in paral-
lel:

1. Existing heterophilic GNNs almost exclusively focus on
static graphs;

2. Existing temporal GNNs almost exclusively rely on the
edge homophily assumption.

However, in real-world graphs, the heterophily issue could
occur not only in the spatial domain but also in the temporal
domain, the latter of which is referred to as the remporal
heterophily issue in this paper. Usually, it is more likely that
recent events tend to own similar observations to the present
event, which is precisely the temporal homophily assump-



| Models | Static | Temporal

GCN (Kipf and Welling 2016) TGN (Rossi et al. 2020)
Homophilic GAT (Veli¢kovié et al. 2017) TGAT (Xu et al. 2020)
SGC (Wu et al. 2019) JODIE (Kumar, Zhang, and Leskovec 2019)
FAGCN (Bo et al. 2021) PP
Heterophilic GPRGNN (Chien et al. 2020) (%III:('[L)S,
HOG-GCN (Wang and Zhang 2022) S Pag

Table 1: Some representatives of (1) static homophilic GNNs;
(2) temporal homophilic GNNs; and (3) static heterophilc
GNNG.
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(a) Temporal homophily. (b) Temporal heterophily.
Figure 2: Examples of temporal homophily and temporal
heterophily.

tion behind most temporal graph neural networks implicitly.
Nonetheless, this assumption may not always be true. As the
illustrative example shown in Figure 2, if we consider three
timestamps: ¢t = 5, ¢t = 8 and ¢ = 10, the linear temporal
pattern in Figure 2 (a) follows the temporal homophily as-
sumption, e.g., y(8) is more similar to y(10) compared with
y(5), whereas the periodic temporal pattern in Figure 2 (b)
demonstrates that y(10) is more similar to y(5) than y(8),
which is a special case of the temporal heterophily. In ad-
dition to periodic temporal patterns, spike (e.g., abnormal
events) is another case of the temporal heterophily.

Furthermore, the edge heterophily (spatial) and the fem-
poral heterophily often co-exist in real-world applications.
Take one day of Mike in Figure 3 as an example. Regarding
the edge heterophily issue, Mike replies to Tom on Twitter
at 9:43 a.m. to express agreement (i.e., edge homophily),
while replies to Lucy at 2:45 p.m. to express disagreement
(i.e., edge heterophily). For the temporal heterophily issue,
Tom buys a muffin at 8:28 a.m. and buys an iPad at 4:45
p-m. If we predict the event at 7:45 a.m. next day, it is more
likely that Mike will buy another muffin than a new iPad
even though the 4:45 p.m. event (i.e., buying an iPad) is more
recent. From this example, it is evident that the temporal
heterophily and the edge heterophily are tightly coupled. The
coupling makes it highly challenging, if not infeasible, for
existing temporal graph neural networks to capture both the
temporal heterophily and the edge heterophily accurately. We
refer to the co-existence/coupling of the edge heterophily
issue and the temporal heterophily issue as the temporal edge
heterophily challenge.

In this paper, we first define the temporal edge het-
erophily measurement, a generalization of existing static
edge heterophily measurement. Then, we propose a simple
yet highly effective model THEGCN to solve the temporal

edge heterophily challenge for complex event-based continu-
ous graphs. Specifically, the key idea of THEGCN is adopt-
ing the low/high-pass signal filtering technique to handle the
co-existence of the edge heterophily issue and the tempo-
ral heterophily issue. The THEGCN model consists of two
components: a sampler and an aggregator. The sampler sam-
ples events related to the target node at a specific timestamp.
Based on these sampled events, we combine all these interac-
tions related to the target node to build a temporally sampled
graph. Then, the aggregator conducts message-passing on
the temporally sampled graph, which encodes all relevant
temporal information, node attributes, and interaction/edge
attributes into the node embedding. Extensive experiments
on 5 real-world datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed THEGCN framework. The main contributions of
this paper are summarized as follows:

* Problem formulation. To our best knowledge, this is the
first work to study the temporal edge heterophily chal-
lenge on event-based continuous graphs.

* Succinct yet effective model. A succinct yet highly pow-
erful model THEGCN is proposed to jointly handle the
temporal and edge heterophily issues together.

» Extensive experiments. THEGCN consistently achieves
superior performance on semi-supervised temporal node
classification tasks on 5 real-world datasets.

Preliminaries and Problem Definition

In this section, we introduce the notations and review the
preliminaries about the graph convolutional network (GCN)
and edge heterophily. Based on that, the definition of semi-
supervised node classification on event-based continuous
graphs is introduced.

Notations. The main symbols and notations used in this
paper are shown in Table 2. We utilize bold uppercase letters
for matrices (e.g., A), bold lowercase letters for column
vectors (e.g., u) and lowercase letters for scalars (e.g., o).
We use the superscript T for the transpose of matrices and
vectors (e.g., AT andu').

Graph convolutional network (GCN). Graph convolu-
tional network (GCN) is a widely used tool for graph em-
bedding. An attributed static undirected graph G = {A, X}
contains an adjacency matrix A and a node attribute matrix
X. D denotes the diagonal degree matrix of A. The adja-
cency matrix with self-loops is given by A = A + I (I is the
identity matrix), and all variables derived from A are deco-
rated with symbol 7, e.g., D represents the diagonal degree
matrix of A. The parameter and node embedding matrices
in the I-th layer of a GCN are denoted by W) and H®,
respectively.

The layer-wise message-passing and aggregation of GCN
(Kipf and Welling 2016) is given by

H+D — O-(f)—%Af)—%H(l)W(l)), 1)

where H/HU+1) stands for the embedding matrix (H(®) =
X) in the I-th/(1 + 1)-th layer; W) is the trainable parameter
matrix; and o (-) is the non-linear activation function.
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Figure 3: An event-based continuous graph: one day of Mike. Interactions in this figure: (I), 8:28 a.m., buy a muffin from
Macdonald’s; ), 9:43 a.m., reply to Tom on Twitter to express agreement; 3), 12:15 p.m., buy a bowl from Chipotle; @), 2:45
p-m., reply to Lucy on Twitter to express disagreement; ), 4:45 p.m., buy an iPad from Apple.

Table 2: Symbols and Notations.

Symbol Definition
g a static undirected graph

T an event-based continuous graph
N node set of T~

& interaction set of 7~

A adjacency matrix

X attribute matrix
1

H

D
w

l

f

identity matrix
embedding matrix
degree matrix
parameter matrix
# of layers
dimensions of hidden layers

V; the i-th node
t,t time variable
v} v; att
el 0, event/interaction between v; and v; at ¢
Yo, label/class of v;
yh, label/class of v; at ¢
H() heterophily measurement
E() time encoder
P, q low-pass/high-pass attention weight
Pmax maximal hop for sampling
Nax maximal neighbors for sampling
Xyt attribute vector of v; at ¢
m attribute vector of e,
hS}) embedding of v; at layer [
w parameter vector

Edge heterophily. Edge heterophily describes to what
extent edges tend to link nodes with disparate labels. The
edge heterophily measurement (Zhu et al. 2020) for
static graphs is defined as (Zhu et al. 2020): H(G) =
Zi,J,A[i,j]:Myvﬁéyvj)

>2i.; Alind]
0 otherwise. A graph is more homophilic for H(G) closer to
0 or more heterophilic for H(G) closer to 1.

Finally, we describe the semi-supervised node classifica-
tion problem on event-based continuous graph as the follow-
ing:

€ [0, 1], where (x) = 1if x is true and

Problem 1. SEMI-SUPERVISED NODE CLASSIFICATION ON

EVENT-BASED CONTINUOUS GRAPH.

Given: (1) an event-based continuous graph T, including
(i) a set of temporal events {(v;, ey, .., vj,t)}, where v; and
f),-,vj is the interaction (i.e., edge) between

t .

Vi,Vj°

v; are nodes, e
nodes and t is the occurring moment of e
(ii) temporal node features: Xyts Xyt representing the ex-
tracted features of v; and v; at time t;
(iii) (Optional:) temporal edge feature: m.: oy representing

the extracted feature of ezwj.

(2) a training set of nodes with labels at specific time t: {yf)J 1.
Output: for any node v at any time t', the embedding h,.. of
node v at t' and its predicted class yfjl.

Model

In this section, we present the THEGCN model. Firstly, we
propose temporal edge heterophily measurement, which mea-
sures the heterophily in event-based continuous graphs. Sec-
ondly, based on the definition of temporal edge heterophily
measurement, the key design of THEGCN is introduced: it
adopts the low/high-pass signal filtering to handle the co-
existence of the edge heterophily issue and the temporal
heterophily issue. Thirdly, in-depth details of each module
are presented. At last, we have a brief complexity analysis on
THEGCN and a discussion on the connections between (1)
THEGCN and static heterophilic graph neural networks, and
(2) THEGCN and existing temporal graph neural networks
for event-based continuous graphs.

Temporal Edge Heterophily

To propose a model to handle complex event-based con-
tinuous graphs faced with the femporal edge heterophily
challenge, it is important to obtain a proper definition of tem-
poral edge heterophily measurement. Since edge heterophily
and temporal heterophily co-exist in event-based continuous
graphs, it is inadequate to directly clone the edge heterophily
measurement from static graphs. The heterophily in both
spatial (edge) and temporal domains should be considered
simultaneously into such a measurement. Thus, we propose
the temporal edge heterophily measurement as follows:

Zte[tl,tg) < yatf; # yfh >

Zte[tl ,t2) Hefji,’l)j }

H(tl,tg,vj) = ) (2)




where y;? is the label of v; at time ¢ and {e{, ,, } is the set of
events/interactions occurring between nodes v; and v; during
time interval [t1, t2). From Eq. (2), we can observe that the
target node is v; at time to and H (t1, t2, v;) measures the
ratio of interactions/edges which link nodes with different
labels during [t1,t2). The relation between temporal and
static edge heterophily measurements are: firstly, the time
t1 and to are variables of H (¢1, t2,v;), which indicates that
its value is non-stationary in different time intervals, even
for the same node; secondly, while the label of node v; is
fixed in the static edge heterophily measurement (y,,), it
can change with the time in the temporal edge heterophily
measurement (yf)i) in Eq. (2); thirdly, the existing static edge
heterophily measurement can be recovered as a special case
of the temporal edge heterophily measurement if the node
labels are fixed with time and the time interval is set as
[0, 00).

Key Idea

The key idea of THEGCN is utilizing the low/high-pass
signal filtering to address the co-existence of the edge het-
erophily issue and the temporal heterophily issue. For one
thing, the low/high-pass filtering is a widely used technique
in static heterophilic graph neural networks (Bo et al. 2021;
Yan et al. 2024; Du et al. 2022). Specifically, the low-pass
filtering targets at making embeddings of connected nodes
become similar (e.g., I + D 2AD" 2 in GCN (Kipf and
Welling 2016)) to capture the homophilic information of
edges in the graph, while the high-pass filtering aims to make
embeddings of connected nodes more distinguishable (e.g.,
I- D_%AD_é), which is able to reflect the heterophilic
information. Through adaptively adjusting the weights of the
low/high-pass filters, these static heterophilic graph neural
networks can well solve the edge heterophily issue (SMP
block). For another thing, according to the definition of tem-
poral edge heterophily measurement in Eq. (2), the proposed
THEGCN should also take the temporal heterophily issue
into consideration and encode the temporal information in
the module (TMP block).

Algorithm Details

In this subsection, we present the details of THEGCN, which
is composed of two components: a sampler and an aggregator.
Without loss of generality, we show the process of learning
the embedding of the target node v; at time ¢’ as an example
and the algorithm is shown in Algorithm 1.

Sampler. For node v; at time ¢/, we first set the time in-
terval as [tg,t'), where the choice of the starting point ¢y is
a hyper-parameter. Then, we adopt the parallel sampler in
TGL (Zhou et al. 2022a) (Sampler (v, hmax; [to; t'), Nimax))
to randomly sample a maximal Ny,,x number of interaction-
s/edges ey, . Within A hops of v, where ¢ € [to, 1) 2 Al
events/interactions involved in the described process form
the interaction set Sf); = {e}, v, } for v}l. For each interac-

. . ’ . .
tion ef, , in Sy, we leverage the following time encoder to

*If the number of interactions/edges within Ama hops of v; is
smaller than Ny, all interactions/edges are sampled.

encode the time information, which has been validated to be
effective in (Cong et al. 2022):

E(' —t) =cos(w(t' —t)), 3)

where cos(-) is the cosine encoding function and w is a train-
able parameter vector. At last, Sf,; contains the temporal

information, node features, edge features, and the interac-
tion/edge topology.

Algorithm 1: THEGCN: Training Process for the
Target Node v§-/.

Input: Event-based continuous graph 7T ;
Temporal node features x,+ for all nodes vf in 7

Node label of v; at t': yf;;.;

Hyper-parameters: (1) time interval [to,t’); (2) maximum
hops of interaction sampling Amax; (3) maximum numbers of
sampled interactions Npax; and (4) layers L of SMP block.
Optional: Temporal interaction/edge features: m.¢ . for
all interactions. '
Output: The L-th SMP layer’s embedding hfﬁ,ﬂ)

J

Apply Sampler(v§ hmaX7 [t(): t’)v Nmﬂx) to build Sﬁ; ’

for each ey, . € Sf,;,t € [to,t’) do
Encode time information with Eq. (3);

’
)

Produce the weight pff;)m of the low-pass filter in TMP
with Eq. (4); ’
Calculate q(O) , =1— ©

U? ’Uf

g

Calculate TMP output hf}? according to Eq. (5);
J

forl € {1,2,...,L} do
for each e),, ., € SE; t € [to,t') do
(@+1)

ot ot of the low-pass filter in
Y5

Produce the weight p
SMP with Eq. (6);

Calculate qilflt) =1- p(lflg ;
Y5 vi,v;

Calculate the [-th layer of SMP output h(lt'fl) according
J

to Eq. (7);
h(€/+1)
vj

’
Optimize via cross-entropy loss with yzj .

Aggregator. With the sampled interaction set Sf); the
aggregator of THEGCN conducts the message-passing op-
eration to encode all related information. The aggregator is
composed of two connected blocks: the temporal message-
passing (TMP) block and the static message-passing (SMP)
block *. The TMP block collects information from node fea-
tures x,,+ and Xyt of node v; and v; at ¢, the attribute m.: .

* of interaction e, , and time encoding E(t' — t). A multi-
layer perceptron (MLP) (Gardner and Dorling 1998) is used
(0)

to produce the weight p,," , of the low-pass filter for the
V)

3If the model does not have the SMP block, I = 0, which is
equivalent to one-layer TMP block.
“The attribute of the interaction is optional.



temporal interaction efji’vj happening to v; at t':

P = o LR (g ey ey,

LIEE =], @

where (+||-) is the concatenation and o (+) is the sigmoid func-

(0)

tion to ensure p, ot € (O 1). In this way, the weight of the

high-pass filter (i.e., q ) can be obtained via the constraint:

(?) [ + q((t)) ¢ = = 1. Consequently, the output of the TMP
block is calculated as follows:

¢

h(l) = t’ (?) t (? t t, 5
v} X 35;|vav qv,v )X% ®)
where x ot! is the node feature of v; at t.
Since the temporal information has already been encoded
via the TMP block, we can then treat S, t/, as a static graph
> with h( ) as the node feature ®and add a subsequent SMP

block to enhance the model’s capability to process the spatial
information. The weight of the low-pass filter is given by

Pyt = o(LP(lhy/ i) € 0.1, (©)

This SMP block can contain multiple message-passing layers,
in which the [-th layer’s node embedding is calculated as

33;
I+1 ) 1 ! ! !
hij/ ) h( |St/ I Z (pvt pt - q’L()f)ﬂ)t)h( t)7 (7)

7

where h( )/h(t) is the embedding of node v;/v; at time t.

The output node embedding of the SMP block is fed into a
classifier. We optimize the THEGCN with cross-entropy loss
in the semi-supervised temporal node classification task.

Complexity Analysis & Discussion.

Complexity analysis. Here we give a brief time complexity
analysis for the proposed THEGCN. The time complexity
of the sampler in each epoch is O(|€|) according to (Zhou
et al. 2022a), where £ is the interaction set in the event-
based continuous graph 7. For the aggregator, one message
passing layer in either the TMP or the SMP block has time
complexity O(|€] x f), where f is the output dimension of
the corresponding layer.

Discussion. THEGCN can be viewed as a generalization
of some existing, well-established static heterophilic graph
neural networks and temporal graph neural networks. We
illustrate this connection with some examples from these
two categories. For static heterophilic graph neural networks,
if we remove the temporal information and the interaction
information from Eq. (4) and Eq. (5), THEGCN will degrade

>The same node at different moments are viewed as different
nodes in this static graph.
®We can obtain hi?s via similar TMP blocks for vﬁs to h<1t) .
k3 v

J

to FAGCN (Bo et al. 2021) and the gating block of GBK-
GNN (Du et al. 2022). For temporal graph neural networks,
if we exclude the process of learning the low-pass/high-pass
weights and conduct the message-passing mechanism with
equal weights, THEGCN will become the node encoder in
GraphMixer (Cong et al. 2022). If the low/high-pass weight in
THEGCN is limited to single non-negative attention weight,
THEGCN becomes similar to TGAT (Xu et al. 2020). We
provide ablation studies on the single non-negative attention
weight in the experiment section.

Experiment

In this section, we evaluate the performance of THEGCN
under the setting of semi-supervised temporal node classifi-
cation.

Experiment Setup

Datasets. We use 5 datasets for evaluation, including 3 traffic
datasets: PEMSBA, PEMSLA and PEMSSD, where labels of
nodes change with time, 1 social network dataset Reddit (Fan,
Yao, and Joe-Wong 2021) and 1 biological dataset Brain,
where labels of nodes do not change with time. The detailed
description of these datasets are attached in Appendix due
to page limit. All the statistics are presented in Table 3. In
addition, a metric named temporal changing ratio is proposed.
This metric measures the ratio of nodes whose labels have
changed. We can see that over 95% of nodes have changed the
labels during this period, which also matches the motivation
of this work. The labels of nodes in Reddit and Brain are
constructed by (Fan, Yao, and Joe-Wong 2021) and remain
the same during the whole time period, which is reflected in
Table 3 that the temporal changing ratios are 0s. We randomly
split labeled nodes 7 in every dataset into 60/20/20% for
training, validation, and testing.

Baselines and metrics. We compare our model with 10
baseline methods, which can be divided into two groups:
methods in the first group are temporal graph neural networks,
including TGN (Rossi et al. 2020), JODIE (Kumar, Zhang,
and Leskovec 2019), APAN (Wang et al. 2021), DySAT
(Sankar et al. 2020) and TGAT (Xu et al. 2020). Baselines
in the second group are representative static heterophilic/ho-
mophilic graph neural networks: GCN (Kipf and Welling
2016), APPNP (Klicpera, Bojchevski, and Giinnemann 2018),
FAGCN (Bo et al. 2021), GPRGNN (Chien et al. 2020) and
GAT (Velickovi¢ et al. 2017). We adopt node classification
accuracy as the metric for all methods.

Implementation details. All hyper-parameters are set with
a grid search. For the five datasets: PEMSBA, PEMSLA,
PEMSSD, Reddit and Brain: (1) the layer of THEGCN is
set as {2, 2, 3, 1, 2} respectively; (2) the number Ny of
sampled ne1ghb0rs in one layer is set as {10, 10, 5, 10, 40};
(3) the number of epochs is set as {100, 100, 150, 30, 100};
and (4) the learning rate is set as {0.01, 0.01, 0.01, 0.005,
0.01}. All the results are the average over 5 runs and we

"In PEMSBA/PEMSLA/PEMSSD, since labels for the same
node change with time, the same node with different labels at differ-
ent times are viewed as two labeled nodes. In Reddit and Brain, the
same node only appears once in the training/validation/test set.



Table 3: The statistics of datasets.

Datasets Reddit Brain PEMSBA PEMSLA PEMSSD
#Nodes 1,128 5000 1,631 2,377 673
#Events 264,050 1895488 297,463 617,988 200,943
Edge heterophily 72.77%  7891% 42.13% 34.61% 68.04%
#Features of nodes 20 20 10 10 10
#Classes 4 10 5 5 5
Temporal changing ratio 0% 0% 95.70% 97.90% 97.33%

Table 4: Performance comparison (mean=std accuracy (%)) on five datasets.

Datasets PEMSBA PEMSLA PEMSSD Reddit Brain
TGN 37.10£0.87  48.60£0.66  27.96+1.62  15.78£1.05 15.78 £1.05
JODIE 27.414£4.09  37.03£5.53  23.66+2.34  30.80£1.99 23.38 +£3.44
APAN 38.04+1.07 4827£2.85 29.97+£1.01 31.95+£2.18 27.88 £1.05
DySAT 31.93£1.13  40.02£1.02  30.73+0.86  31.77£1.96 16.24 +£1.35
TGAT 34.07£1.46 45.39£0.70  37.78+2.87  29.29+4.72  53.08 +£2.01
APPNP - - - 30.44+£1.78  67.66 £1.22
GAT - - - 30.27£1.62  56.66 £2.97
FAGCN - - - 30.18+£2.35  68.80 £1.19
GCN - - - 29.73+£3.08  44.54 £1.49
GPRGNN - - - 31.24£1.87 52.72 £1.25
THEGCN | 39.20£1.23 55.82+0.57 38.89 £1.29 33.19+4.09 69.18 +1.76

report both the accuracy (ACC) and the standard deviation
(std). All the experiments are run on a Tesla-V100 GPU.

Results and Analysis

The temporal node classification results are shown in Table 4
8 . We have the following observations. Firstly, THEGCN
outperforms all other temporal graph neural networks on
various types of datasets, including both the spatio-temporal
traffic data, PEMSBA/PEMSLA/PEMSSD, and the other
two datasets, Reddit and Brain. This demonstrates the su-
periority of THEGCN to more effectively filter the ho-
mophilic/heterophilic graph signals under time-variant set-
tings. Secondly, compared to the GNN models designed for
static graphs (GCN/APPNP/GAT) or specifically tailored
for heterophilic graphs (FAGCN/GPRGNN), which are inca-
pable of dealing with the traffic data, THEGCN also shows
clear advantages on Reddit and Brain. This reflects the effec-
tive utilization of temporal information by THEGCN over
the static graph models. Overall, THEGCN is able to cover a
variety of use cases, from homophilic graphs to heterophilic
graphs and from datasets with time-invariant labels to datasets
with time-variant labels, while gaining performance advan-
tage in each case.

Ablation study. To better understand the reason behind
the effectiveness of THEGCN, we conduct an ablation
study. First, THEGCN contains the low-pass and high-pass
® O]

t.t — g ¢
vt vl vt

attention pair (i.e., p

l l
pfﬁ) vt < qq(ﬂ:)v’:'
i7g i

In the ablation study, we replace the tanh(-) function with

.), which is negative if
j

It is implemented via a tanh(-) function.

8Since labels of nodes change with time, static GNNs can not
be applied to these three datasets, marked with ‘-’ in the table.
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Figure 4: Ablation study & attention pair analysis.

a sigmoid(-) function to limit the attention to be a non-
negative value, which corresponds to the THEGCN w/o
negative weight in Figure 4 (a). We can observe that the ac-
curacy has dropped without negative weight. Specifically, for
the PEMSSD dataset, THEGCN w/o. negative weight has
similar accuracy (38.02%) to the baseline TGAT (37.78%).
For the Reddit dataset, the performance of THEGCN without
negative weight is 30.35%, which is very close to that of GAT
(30.27%). The observed similarity in performances aligns
with the fact that TGAT and GAT also deploy non-negative at-
tention weights. Second, to demonstrate the effect of the time
encoding in Eq. (3), we remove it from THEGCN, which
produces the variant of THEGCN w/o. time encoding. Fig-
ure 4 (a) shows that time encoding is a component of great
importance to THEGCN since it boosts its performance
by 1.87% in PEMSSD and remarkably by 6.64% in Reddit.
Therefore, the efficacy of the negative attention weight and
the time encoding components shows they are indispensable
to THEGCN. Third, we conduct an analysis on the attention
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pairs in the TMP block (i.e., pfg)vﬁ - qf}?)vt) to validate the
temporal edge heterophily. For the PEMSBA dataset, the
distribution of attention pairs for most recent interactions
(i.e., t' —tg < b5) is shown in Figure 4 (b). The x-axis is

pf}??v; — qi??v§ and the y-axis is the density/distribution of

edges/interactions. We can observe that most attention pairs
fall in the interval [-0.8, -0.6], which demonstrates that these
most recent interactions actually have negative effects on the
central node, which is consistent with the proposed temporal
edge heterophily.

Parameter study. To better understand the performance
sensitivity to the hyper-parameters, especially the number of
sampled neighbors in each layer and the number of layers in
THEGCN, systematic studies on these two hyper-parameters
are performed. We set the number of sampled neighbors
from {2, 5, 10} and set the layers of THEGCN from {1,
2, 3} on PEMSSD and Reddit. The results are presented in
Figures 5 (a) and (b). From Figure 5 (a), we can observe
that for PEMSSD, the best number of sampled neighbors
in each layer is 5. Similarly, the best number of sampled
neighbors in each layer for Reddit is also 5. This indicates
that an appropriate reception field can well capture the infor-
mation contained in interactions. On the other hand, for the
hyper-parameter of layers, it varies across these two different
datasets, which is shown in Figure 5 (b). Three layers are the
best for the PEMSSD dataset, with 1 and 2 layers sharing
similar performances, while for the Reddit dataset, the opti-
mal option is only one layer. The accuracy decreases as the
number of layers increases. This indicates that more layers
involve higher-order neighbors in the reception field, which
may act as noise once the layer number passes its optimal
value.

Related Works

Dynamic graph neural network (GNN). According to the
types of dynamic graphs, dynamic graph neural networks
(GNNSs) can be divided into discrete-time dynamic GNNs
(Goyal et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2020), and event-based con-
tinuous GNNs (a.k.a. temporal GNNs) (Nguyen et al. 2018;
Rossi et al. 2020; Trivedi et al. 2019; Cong et al. 2022; Zhou
et al. 2022a). Earlier dynamic graph neural networks (Goyal
et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2020; You, Du, and Leskovec 2022;
Bai et al. 2020) view the dynamic graph neural network as
static graph snapshots, whose information is relatively coarse
and thus is not the focus of our paper. Recently, a large num-
ber of temporal GNNs emerge to capture the information in

event-based continuous graphs. To name a few, to capture
the temporal dynamics, temporal point process is formulated
in DyRep (Trivedi et al. 2019). Temporal motifs are adopted
in CAW (Wang et al. 2020) to model the dynamics of the
graph. TGAT (Xu et al. 2020) transfers the attention mecha-
nism from GAT (Velickovié et al. 2017) in static graphs to
event-based continuous graphs. TGN (Rossi et al. 2020) is
designed to memorize long term dependencies efficiently and
TGL (Zhou et al. 2022a) optimizes the sampling process of
existing event-based continuous graphs. GraphMixer (Cong
et al. 2022) simplifies the complex structures of existing
event-based continuous GNNs. However, all of the above
event-based continuous GNNs are developed based on the
temporal homophily assumption. The latest work GRETO
(Zhou et al. 2022b) notices the temporal heterophily issue,
but it is a discrete-time dynamic GNN, which can not be
applied to event-based continuous graphs. To our best knowl-
edge, THEGCN is the first work on temporal heterophily in
event-based continuous graphs.

Node classification on static heterophilic graphs. Most
existing graph neural networks (GNNs) (Kipf and Welling
2016; Velickovi€ et al. 2017; Hamilton, Ying, and Leskovec
2017) are developed based on the homophily assumption, re-
ferring to the phenomenon that connected node pairs tend to
share the same labels. Recently, researchers pay more atten-
tion to heterophilic graphs, where connected node pairs tend
to have disparate labels. From the spatial aspect, H2GCN
(Zhu et al. 2020) and Geom-GCN (Pei et al. 2020) adopt a
large neighborhood field for message-passing. From the spec-
tral aspect, FAGCN (Bo et al. 2021) and GPRGNN (Chien
et al. 2020) adaptively integrate high/low frequency signals
with trainable parameters. In addition, HOG-GCN (Wang and
Zhang 2022) and CPGNN (Zhu et al. 2021) propose an alter-
native message-passing mechanism to handle the homophily
and the heterophily. Recent progresses in this domain in-
clude ACM-GCN (Luan et al. 2021, 2022), LINKX (Lim
et al. 2021), BernNet (He et al. 2021), GloGNN (Li et al.
2022), and GBKGNN (Du et al. 2022). (Zheng et al. 2022)
has conducted a comprehensive survey on this topic.

Conclusion and Limitation

This paper tackles the limitations observed in existing tem-
poral graph neural networks through the introduction of the
innovative Temporal Heterophilic Graph Convolutional Net-
work (THEGCN). Firstly, we propose a novel temporal edge
heterophily measurement, extending the conventional static
edge heterophily metrics. Secondly, departing from conven-
tional methods grounded in the homophily assumption, our
model adeptly captures the nuanced dynamics of real-world
event-based continuous graphs by addressing both edge het-
erophily and temporal heterophily. The THEGCN model in-
corporates the high/low-pass graph signal filtering technique
from static heterophilic graphs and comprises two integral
components: (1) a sampler and (2) an aggregator. Thirdly,
extensive experiments demonstrate its superb performance
in semi-supervised temporal node classification tasks across
five diverse real-world datasets. The results underscore the
efficacy and versatility of the proposed THEGCN model in
navigating the complexities of event-based continuous graphs.



For the limitation of our work, since we only focus on the
node classification task, other tasks (e.g., the temporal link
prediction task) need to be further explored.
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Appendix
Construction of Datasets

For 3 traffic datasets, the raw data is collected from the Cal-
trans Performance Measurement System (PeMS) (Chen et al.
2001), which is composed of the freeway system in major
areas of California. The traffic statistics from three areas are
chosen: Bay Area (Station 4), Los Angeles (Station 7), and
San Diego (Station 11) to build the corresponding PEMSBA,
PEMSLA, and PEMSSD datasets in our paper. In detail, for
each dataset, each sensor is considered as a node. A 120-
minute interval traffic flow data from each sensor (v; at time
t) is collected. The total number of intervals is 84 (i.e., one
week). Each interval contains three aspects of information:
flow rate, speed, and occupancy of the sensor. We also have
the location (i.e., latitude and longitude) of each sensor. For
each v; at time ¢, we first select 5 nodes with the most similar

flow rate. Then, a threshold is set (i.e., 7 = 0.000001) to
filter out sensors/nodes with Euclidean distance to v; larger
than the threshold. The remaining sensors v;s within the
distance threshold form the interactions with v; at t. After
constructing the interactions, we divide the range of speed
values into 10 intervals with equal length. Depending on the
interval of the speed value of v; at ¢, a 10 dimension one hot
vector is built as the attribute xzi, where only one entry is 1
and the remaining entries are 0. At last, we utilize the occu-
pancy to build the labels of nodes. For all nodes at different
moments, we collect the occupancy values of them during
the last 12 intervals (i.e., the last day). Similar to the process
of constructing node attributes. The occupancy values are
divided into 5 intervals with the same length and each interval
corresponds to one class. For these labeled nodes, the edge/in-
teraction heterophily ranges from 34.61% of PEMSLA to
68.04% of PEMSSD. In addition, a metric named temporal
changing ratio is proposed. This metric measures the ratio of
nodes whose labels have changed during the last 12 intervals.
We can see that over 95% of nodes have changed the labels
during this period, which also matches the motivation of this
work.

The Reddit dataset is generated from Reddit. The raw data
of Reddit contains web content ratings, discussions among
users, and some social news. To construct the Reddit dataset
in our experiments, The graph is constructed by viewing
posts as nodes. If two posts at the same time intervals share
the same keywords, we build an interaction between them.
We apply word2vec (Mikolov et al. 2013) on the post com-
ments to generate the node attributes. The labels of nodes are
constructed by (Fan, Yao, and Joe-Wong 2021) and remain
the same during the whole time period. The Brain dataset
is generated from functional magnetic resonance imaging
(fMRI) data °. Nodes represent cubes of brain tissue, and two
nodes are connected during a time period if they show similar
degrees of activation during that time period. We randomly
split labeled nodes ' in every dataset into 60/20/20% for
training, validation, and testing.

*https://tinyurl.com/y4hhw8ro

191, PEMSBA/PEMSLA/PEMSSD, since labels for the same
node change with time, the same node with different labels at dif-
ferent times are viewed as two labeled nodes. In Reddit, the same
node only appears once in the training/validation/test set.



