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ABSTRACT
Graphs are essential data structures for modeling complex inter-
actions in domains such as social networks, molecular structures,
and biological systems. Graph-level tasks, which predict properties
or classes for the entire graph, are critical for applications, such as
molecular property prediction and subgraph counting. Graph Neu-
ral Networks (GNNs) have shown promise in these tasks, but their
evaluations are often limited to narrow datasets, tasks, and incon-
sistent experimental setups, restricting their generalizability. To ad-
dress these limitations, we propose a unified evaluation framework
for graph-level GNNs. This framework provides a standardized set-
ting to evaluate GNNs across diverse datasets, various graph tasks
(e.g., graph classification and regression), and challenging scenarios,
including noisy, imbalanced, and few-shot graphs. Additionally, we
propose a novel GNN model with enhanced expressivity and gen-
eralization capabilities. Specifically, we enhance the expressivity of
GNNs through a 𝑘-path rooted subgraph approach, enabling the
model to effectively count subgraphs (e.g., paths and cycles). More-
over, we introduce a unified graph contrastive learning algorithm
for graphs across diverse domains, which adaptively removes unim-
portant edges to augment graphs, thereby significantly improving
generalization performance. Extensive experiments demonstrate
that our model achieves superior performance against fourteen
effective baselines across twenty-seven graph datasets, establishing
it as a robust and generalizable model for graph-level tasks.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Graphs represent objects as nodes and their relationships as edges,
which are key data structures across various domains to model
complex interactions [8, 20, 22], such as social networks, molec-
ular structures, biological systems, etc. Graph-level tasks involve
predicting properties or labels of entire graphs, rather than in-
dividual nodes or edges. These tasks are crucial in various do-
mains, such as subgraph counting in database management sys-
tems [25, 51], molecular property prediction in chemistry [35, 105],
and protein classification in biology [48, 61]. Recently, graph neural
networks [13, 31, 55, 57, 78] have emerged as powerful tools for
modeling and analyzing graph-structured data. They learn node
representations by iteratively aggregating information from their
neighbors and obtain graph representations based on node repre-
sentations for graph-level tasks.

Depending on the technique, current GNNs designed for graph-
level tasks can be categorized into five types: node-based, hierarchi-
cal pooling (HP)-based, subgraph-based, graph learning (GL)-based,
and self-supervised learning (SSL)-based GNNs. Firstly, node-based
GNNs [31, 43, 78, 87] learn representations for individual nodes,
which are then used to form a graph-level representation by a Read-
out function, such as averaging the representations of all nodes. Sec-
ondly, HP-based GNNs [7, 15, 54, 60] employ hierarchical pooling
techniques to progressively reduce the graph size while preserving
its essential structural information. HP-based GNNs aim to capture
multi-level graph structures to learn a graph representation.

Thirdly, subgraph-based GNNs [5, 17, 65, 88] separate a graph
into several subgraphs. They learn the representations for each
subgraph and then obtain the final graph representation based
on these subgraph representations. Fourthly, GL-based GNNs [23,
49, 56, 104] assume that graphs are noisy and incomplete. These
methods aim to reconstruct the graph structure and node fea-
tures to enhance graph quality, enabling the learning of more
accurate and reliable graph representations. Finally, SSL-based
GNNs [39, 48, 73, 76, 85] aim to pretrain GNNs on unlabeled graphs
to learn generalizable node representations, which can then be
fine-tuned with labeled data. Specifically, they pretrain GNNs by
either predicting existing graph properties (e.g., node degrees and
attributes) [34, 39, 85, 95, 99] or maximizing the similarity between
graph representations obtained from different augmentations (e.g.,
edge dropping) of the same graph [32, 45, 48, 73].

Although various GNNs being designed for graph-level tasks,
their evaluations are often restricted to a narrow range of domain-
specific datasets and insufficient baseline comparisons [19, 84, 104].

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

00
77

3v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

 J
an

 2
02

5

https://doi.org/XX.XX/XXX.XX
URL_TO_YOUR_ARTIFACTS
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
mailto:info@vldb.org
https://doi.org/XX.XX/XXX.XX


This limited scope fails to accurately reflect the advancements and
capabilities of existing GNNs in handling graph-level tasks. To
address the need for fair and comprehensive empirical evaluations,
we first identify three key issues in existing evaluation frameworks,
thereby enhancing our evaluation capabilities.

• Issue 1. Insufficient Coverage of Data Domains. The evalua-
tions of existing approaches often concentrate on a limited range
of datasets, typically in specific domains such as chemistry or
biology. This narrow focus can cause models to overfit to the
unique characteristics of these datasets, limiting the generaliz-
ability and applicability of GNNs to other domain datasets, such
as social networks or geometric graphs.

• Issue 2. Insufficient Graph-level Tasks and Scenarios. Cur-
rent evaluation frameworks only focus on one type of graph-level
task, such as graph classification for molecular graphs. The insuf-
ficient coverage of graph tasks neglects the diversity of potential
graph-level applications, such as cycle counting and path count-
ing in graphs. Additionally, current methods only assess GNNs
under the assumption of enough labeled graphs. However, there
are many other realistic scenarios. For example, the graphs labels
are few and imbalanced, and the graph datasets are noisy.

• Issue 3. Lacking One Unified Evaluation Pipeline. The ab-
sence of a standardized evaluation pipeline leads to inconsistent
reporting and comparison of results across studies. Different
works may use varying metrics, datasets, and experimental se-
tups, complicating the assessment of progress and the identifica-
tion of truly effective models. A unified evaluation framework
would facilitate more transparent and reliable comparisons

To address the above three issues, we propose a comprehensive
framework to ensure a more comprehensive and fair assessment of
GNNs for graph-level tasks. Firstly, we categorize existing GNNs
for graph-level tasks into five types and analyze each type in depth.
Secondly, we propose a unified and fair evaluation pipeline with
standardized data splitting and experimental settings. We use graph
datasets from diverse domains. including biology, chemistry, so-
cial networks, and geometric graphs. Thirdly, we evaluate existing
graph-level GNNs on both graph classification and graph regression
(e.g., cycle counting). We also consider diverse scenarios beyond
those with ample labeled graphs, including noisy graphs, imbal-
anced graphs, and the few-shot setting.

Additionally, alongside the comprehensive evaluation frame-
work, we propose an improved GNN model for graph-level tasks,
which achieves both high expressivity and strong generalization
capabilities. Firstly, to enhance the expressivity of GNNs, we in-
troduce a general 𝑘-path rooted subgraph GNN, which samples
subgraphs for each 𝑘-length path starting from every node. Our
model learns representations for each subgraph and aggregates
these into a comprehensive graph representation. We theoretically
prove that k-path rooted subgraph GNNs can, at a minimum, count
the number of 𝑘 + 2-Path and 𝑘 + 3-Cycle. Secondly, to improve
generalization across diverse domains and scenarios, we propose an
adaptive graph contrastive learning approach to augment graphs.
By analyzing edge importance across different domains, we propose
a unifiedmetric based on node degree to remove unimportant edges,
ensuring the augmented graphs retain their original structural pat-
terns. Our model is then optimized by maximizing the similarity

between augmented graphs and predicting labels consistently with
the original graph. This approach makes our model resistant to
noise, thereby improving its generalization ability.

We summarize the contributions of this paper as follows.
• We systematically revisit GNNs for graph-level tasks and catego-

rize them into five types, i.e., node-based, hierarchical pooling-
based, subgraph-based, graph learning-based, and self-supervised
learning-based. We provide an in-depth analysis of their distinct
techniques for learning graph representations, offering a clear
understanding of their strengths and limitations.

• We propose a unified evaluation framework to address limited
domain diversity, insufficient task coverage, and the lack of stan-
dardization. It includes diverse datasets, supports multiple tasks,
and ensures fair comparisons across challenging scenarios like
noise, imbalance, and few-shot learning.

• We propose an expressive and generalizable GNN model, which
enhances expressivity with a 𝑘-path rooted subgraph approach
for counting paths and cycles, and improves generalization by
adaptive graph contrastive learning that removes unimportant
edges to handle noise and diverse domains.

• Extensive experiments on 13 graph classification datasets, 14
graph regression datasets, and various scenarios (e.g., few-shot
and noisy graphs) demonstrate the superior performance of the
proposed method over state-of-the-art GNNs.

2 PRELIMINARY AND RELATEDWORK
In this section, we first introduce the graph-level tasks and then
summarize existing GNNs used for these tasks. Important notations
are summarized in Table 1.

2.1 Graph-level Tasks
Graphs are a fundamental data structure to model relations be-
tween nodes in real-world datasets, such as social networks [11, 58],
chemistry graphs [10, 11], etc. Formally, we denote a graph as
𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 ), where 𝑉𝑖 , A𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} |𝑉𝑖 |× |𝑉𝑖 | , X𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} |𝑉𝑖 |×𝑑𝑥 , de-
note nodes, adjacency matrix, and node features, respectively. For
each node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑖 , 𝑁𝑖 (𝑣) = {𝑢 : A𝑖 [𝑢] [𝑣] = 1} is the 1-hop neigh-
bors of 𝑣 and 𝑁 𝑙

𝑖
(𝑣) is the neighbors of 𝑣 within 𝑙 hops. In general,

there are two types of graph-level tasks, graph classification and
graph regression.

These two type of tasks involve predicting either categorical la-
bels (classification) or a continuous value (regression) for an entire
graph. Formally, given a labeled graph dataset LG = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}𝑛𝑖=1,
each graph𝐺𝑖 is labeled with discrete label vector 𝑦𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} |Y | on
labels Y for classification, or a continuous value 𝑦𝑖 ∈ R for regres-
sion. The goal is to learn a mapping function 𝑓𝜃 that generalizes to
unseen graphs as follows:

𝑓𝜃 : 𝐺 𝑗 → 𝑦 𝑗 , where 𝑦 𝑗 ∈ {0, 1} |Y | or 𝑦 𝑗 ∈ R. (1)

Graph classification and graph regression are critical and popular
across various domains, such as databases, chemistry, and biology.
Specifically, in database and data management fields, graph classifi-
cation tasks include query plan strategy classification [103, 106] and
community classification [21, 72], which help optimize database
queries and understand data relationships. Graph regression tasks
involve subgraph counting [51, 100] and cardinality estimation of
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graph queries [70, 75, 81]. Also, biology benefits from graph classi-
fication for protein structure analysis and motif identification [95],
and graph regression helps predict gene expression levels [63].

2.2 Graph Neural Networks
Recently, GNNs [14, 29, 30, 37, 47, 71, 83, 97, 110] have emerged as
powerful tools to learn node representations, due to their ability
to capture complex relationships within graph structures. Existing
GNNs for graph-level tasks can generally be categorized into five
types: node-based, pooling-based, subgraph-based, graph learning-
based, and self-supervised learning-based GNNs.

2.2.1 Node-based Graph Neural Networks. As shown in Figure 1 (a),
node-based GNNs first learn representations for individual nodes,
which then are used to form a graph-level representation. Gener-
ally, each GNN 𝑓𝜃 consists of two basic operations, i.e., AGG(·) and
COM(·) [31, 46], which can be formulated as two trainable parame-
ter matricesW𝑎𝑔𝑔 andW𝑐𝑜𝑚 . Formally, given a graph𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 )
and a node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑖 , in the 𝑙-th layer, AGG(𝑙 ) (·) in Equation (2) first
aggregates the hidden representation h(𝑙−1)

𝑖
(𝑢) and edge represen-

tation e𝑢𝑣 of each neighbor 𝑢 of node 𝑣 and obtain the aggregated
result m(𝑙 )

𝑖
(𝑣). Then, as shown in Equation (3), COM(𝑙 ) (·) com-

bines the aggregated neighbor information m(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣) and the latest
information h(𝑙−1)

𝑖
(𝑣) of node 𝑣 to obtain the 𝑙-th layer representa-

tion h(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣).

m(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣) = AGG(𝑙 )
(
{(h(𝑙−1)

𝑖
(𝑢), e𝑢𝑣) : 𝑢 ∈ N𝑖 (𝑣)}

)
(2)

h(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣) = 𝜎

(
COM(𝑙 )

(
h(𝑙−1)
𝑖

(𝑣),m(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣)
))

, (3)

where 𝜎 denotes a non-linear function (e.g., ReLU [52]). h(0)
𝑖

(𝑣) is
initialized as X𝑖 [𝑣]. After 𝐿 layers aggregation, we can obtain node
representations H𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ) ∈ R |𝑉𝑖 |×𝑑𝐻 . Then, the graph representation
h𝑖 of 𝐺𝑖 can be summarized from the node representation H𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 )
by a READOUT function [48] as follows:

h𝑖 = READOUT(H𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 )), (4)
where READOUT is a permutation-invariant function, such as AV-
ERAGE, SUM, or MAX functions [48]. The SUM function as an
example is h𝑖 =

∑
𝑣∈𝑉𝑖 H𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ) [𝑣].

Model Optimization. Then, we can use a decoder (e.g., 2-layer
MLPs [108]) to predict discrete class or continuous property value
for each graph 𝐺𝑖 based h𝑖 . In summary, given the labeled training
dataset LG = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}𝑛𝑖=1 and the prediction 𝑦

∗
𝑖
for each graph𝐺𝑖

by the GNN 𝑓𝜃 , the GNN 𝑓𝜃 can be optimized by minimizing the
task loss as follows:

𝜃∗ = arg min
𝜃

1
|LG|

∑︁
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG

L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) . (5)

𝑠 .𝑡 . L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑦∗𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) =
{
−∑

𝑦∈𝑦𝑖 𝑦 log𝑦∗
𝑖
[𝑦], 𝑦𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} |Y |

∥𝑦∗
𝑖
− 𝑦𝑖 ∥2, 𝑦𝑖 ∈ R

(6)

2.2.2 Hierarchical Pooling-basedGraphNeural Networks. As shown
in Figure 1 (b), hierarchical pooling (HP)-based GNNs are designed
to capture hierarchical structures in the graph, which can reduce
the graph size progressively while preserving its essential struc-
tural information. This is achieved by clustering nodes into groups

Table 1: Summary on important notations.

Symbols Meanings

𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 ) The graph𝐺𝑖

𝑦𝑖 Discrete label or continuous property value of𝐺𝑖

𝑁 𝑙
𝑖
(𝑣), 𝑁𝑖 (𝑣) The 𝑙-hop and 1-hop neighbors of node 𝑣 in𝐺𝑖

𝐷𝑖 (𝑣), �̄�𝑖 Degree of node 𝑣 and average degree in𝐺𝑖

𝑓𝜃 GNN model
𝑙, 𝐿 GNN layer index and the total layer number
h(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑣) The 𝑙-th layer node representation of 𝑣 in𝐺𝑖

h𝑖 (𝑣) Final node representation of 𝑣 in𝐺𝑖

H(𝑙 )
𝑖

(𝑉𝑗 ) The 𝑙-th layer representation of nodes𝑉𝑗 in𝐺𝑖

H𝑖 (𝑉𝑗 ) Final representation of nodes𝑉𝑗 in𝐺𝑖

h𝑖 Graph representation of𝐺𝑖

𝑦∗
𝑖

Prediction of GNN 𝑓𝜃 for𝐺𝑖

S(𝑙 )
𝑖

Cluster assignment matrix at 𝑙-th layer
�̂�∗
𝑖
(𝑉𝑖 , Â∗

𝑖
, X̂∗

𝑖
) The reconstructed graph for𝐺𝑖

�̃�𝑖 , �̂�𝑖 Augmented positive views for𝐺𝑖

𝑠 (h𝑖 , h𝑗 ) Similarity score between𝐺𝑖 and𝐺 𝑗

𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑣,𝑢 Edge importance score between 𝑣 and 𝑢
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈ T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
𝑘-tuple set of each node 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑉

𝐺𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
𝑘-path rooted subgraph based on ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

𝐺
𝑠,𝑎

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
Feature augmented subgraph for𝐺𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 ( ·) Task loss (Equation (5))
L𝑐𝑦 ( ·) Consistency-aware loss (Equation (23))

and summarizing their features, allowing the model to focus on
condensed graph structures and finally obtain the representation
of each graph.

As mentioned in Equations (2) and (3), at the 𝑙-th layer, node-
based GNNs learn node representations using the adjacency matrix
A𝑖 and the node hidden representations H(𝑙−1)

𝑖
(𝑉𝑖 ). In contrast,

at the 𝑙-th layer, HP-based GNNs first generate a new cluster as-
signment matrix S(𝑙 )

𝑖
∈ {0, 1}𝑛𝑙−1×𝑛𝑙 , where 𝑛𝑙 < 𝑛𝑙−1. This matrix

maps the nodes 𝑉 (𝑙−1)
𝑖

from the (𝑙 − 1)-th layer to a cluster index
in {1, . . . , 𝑛𝑙 }. The new adjacency matrix A(𝑙 )

𝑖
∈ R𝑛𝑙×𝑛𝑙 is then re-

constructed based on the cluster assignment matrix S(𝑙 )
𝑖

as follows:

A(𝑙 )
𝑖

= S(𝑙 )⊤
𝑖

A(𝑙−1)
𝑖

S(𝑙 )
𝑖

. (7)

Subsequently, 𝑛𝑙 new nodes 𝑉 (𝑙 )
𝑖

are created to represent the 𝑛𝑙
clusters. Then, the node hidden representations H(𝑙−1)

𝑖
(𝑉 (𝑙 )

𝑖
) can

obtained by a READOUT operation on nodes each cluster 𝑘 ∈
{1, . . . , 𝑛𝑙 } as follows:

H(𝑙−1)
𝑖

(𝑉 (𝑙 )
𝑖

) [𝑘] = READOUT( H(𝑙−1)
𝑖

(𝑉 (𝑙−1)
𝑖

) [𝑉𝑘 ]), (8)

where 𝑉𝑘 = {𝑢 | S(𝑙 )
𝑖

[𝑢] [𝑘] = 1} are nodes in the cluster 𝑘 .
Depending on the technique of generating the cluster matrix

S(𝑙 )
𝑖

, existing pooling-based GNNs can be classified into three types.
• Similarity-based. Similarity-based approaches [15, 54, 60] clus-

ter nodes based on the similarity of nodes features or structures.
These methods rely on predefined similarity metrics or graph
partitioning algorithms to generate the cluster assignment ma-
trix. Graclus [15, 60] and CC-GNN [54] assign nodes to different
clusters based on feature similarity and graph structure.
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…

(a) Node-based GNNs (b) Hierarchical pooling-based GNNs (c) Subgraph-based GNNs

… …

(d) Graph learning-based GNNs

GNN model optimization
𝜃!"# = 𝜃! − 𝛼∇$!𝐿%&&

Graph learning

Optimized 
GNN 𝒇𝜽∗

Clean Graph

(e) Self-supervised learning-based GNNs

GNN

Pretext Task-based SSL Contrastive learning-based SSL

𝑳𝒄𝒍

Mask Predict

Graph 
representation

Node representation

Figure 1: The five types of current GNNs for graph-level tasks.

• Node Dropping-based. Node dropping-based methods [9, 28,
44] focus on reducing the number of nodes in the graph by
learning an importance score for each node. Nodes with the
highest scores are retained, while others are dropped, effectively
shrinking the graph size in a controlled manner. TopKPool [9, 28]
and SAGPool [44] aim to learn an importance score for each node
and retain only the top-𝑛𝑙 nodes with the highest scores at layer
𝑙 . In other words, they only assign one node for each cluster and
directly drop the other nodes.

• Learning-based. Learning-based approaches [4, 7, 16, 77, 92]
use neural network architectures to learn the cluster assign-
ment matrix S(𝑙 )

𝑖
based on the graph’s node features and struc-

ture, which adaptively learn how to cluster nodes in a way that
preserves the graph’s essential information. Specifically, Diff-
Pool [92] and MinCutPool [7] use non-linear neural networks
and and GMT [4] use the multi-head attention mechanism [77],
to learn a cluster matrix S(𝑙 )

𝑖
based on the learned node features

H(𝑙−1)
𝑖

and adjacent matrix A(𝑙−1)
𝑖

. EdgePool [16] proposes to
learn the edge score between each pair of connected nodes and
then generate the cluster matrix accordingly.

2.2.3 Subgraph-based Graph Neural Networks. Recent studies pro-
pose subgraph-based GNNs with enhanced expressive power, en-
abling them to more effectively capture substructure information.
As shown in Figure 1 (c), the core idea is to decompose the input
graph into a set of overlapping or non-overlapping subgraphs and
then learn representations for each subgraph to improve the fi-
nal graph representation. Formally, given a graph 𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 ),
existing models first generate 𝑛𝑠 subgraphs 𝐺𝑖, 𝑗 (𝑉𝑖, 𝑗 ,A𝑖, 𝑗 ,X𝑖, 𝑗 )𝑛𝑠𝑗=1.
Then, for each subgraph 𝐺𝑖, 𝑗 , the node representation of 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑖, 𝑗 is
learned by Equations (2) and (3). In this approach, each node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑖
can have multiple representations because it may appear in mul-
tiple sampled subgraphs. To derive the final node representation
h𝑖 (𝑣), these representations are merged. A common approach is to
use a READOUT function to combine them, as follows:

h𝑖 (𝑣) = READOUT(h𝑖, 𝑗 (𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑖, 𝑗 ). (9)

Depending on the techniques of generating the subgraphs, cur-
rent subgraph-based approaches can be classified into three types.
• Graph Element Deletion-based. These approaches [6, 12, 17,

64] propose deleting specific nodes or edges to create subgraphs,

enabling GNNs to focus on the most informative parts of the
graph by removing noise or less relevant elements. For example,
DropGNN [64] and ESAN [6] generate subgraphs through ran-
dom edge deletion to enhance model expressiveness. Conversely,
SGOOD [17] abstracts a superstructure from the original graphs
and applies sampling and edge deletion on this superstructure,
thereby creating a more diverse graphs.

• Rooted Subgraph-based. These approaches [5, 27, 38, 65, 68, 88,
89, 93, 96, 101] focus on generating subgraphs centered around
specific nodes, referred to as root nodes, with the aim of capturing
the structural role and local topology of the root node within
the subgraph. The primary motivation is to enhance the repre-
sentational power of GNNs by encoding the root node’s position
within the subgraph, as well as its relationships to other nodes
within the same subgraph. Specifically, I2GNN [38], ECS [88],
and ID-GNN [93] propose to append side information to the
root nodes or edges to capture the position information, such
as an ID identifier for root nodes (e.g., the root 𝑣 is 1 and other
nodes are 0) [38, 93], and node degree and shortest distance
information [88]. Also, NestGNN [96] and GNN-AK [101] use
rooted subgraphs with different hops to capture the hierarchical
relationships within graphs for root nodes.

• 𝑘-hop Subgraph-based. Similar to rooted subgraph-based ap-
proaches [3, 24, 62, 69, 79, 90], 𝑘-hop subgraph-based approaches
construct subgraphs based on the 𝑘-hop neighborhood of each
node 𝑣 , focusing on capturing the local structure around each
node. Unlike rooted subgraph-based approaches, which aggre-
gate information from 1-hop neighbors, 𝑘-hop subgraph-based
approaches aggregate information not only from 1-hop neigh-
bors but also directly from nodes up to 𝑘 hops away. Specifically,
MixHop [3] utilizes a graph diffusion kernel to gather multi-hop
neighbors and computes the final representation. SEK-GNN [90],
KP-GNN [24], EGO-GNN [69], and 𝑘−hop GNN [62] progres-
sively updates node representations by aggregating information
from neighbors within 𝑘-hops. MAGNA [79] proposes to learn
more accurate weights between each pair of nodes based on all
the paths between them within 𝑘-hops.

2.2.4 Graph Learning-based Graph Neural Networks. Due to uncer-
tainty and complexity in data collection, graph structures may be re-
dundant, biased, or noisy. Consequently, GNNs cannot learn reliable
and accurate graph representations, leading to incorrect predictions.
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Therefore, as shown in Figure 1 (d), current researchers [23, 56, 104]
propose reconstructing the graph structure and node features to
improve the quality of the learned graph representations. Given
a labeled graph set LG = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}𝑛𝑖=1, the graph learning-based
approaches can be formulated as bi-level optimization problem.

𝜃∗ = min
𝜃 ∈Θ

1
|LG|

∑︁
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG

L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺∗
𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 , Â

∗
𝑖 , X̂

∗
𝑖 ), 𝑦𝑖 ) . (10)

𝑠 .𝑡 . Â∗
𝑖 , X̂

∗
𝑖 = arg min

Â𝑖 ,X̂𝑖

L𝑔𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ∗ ,𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 , Â𝑖 , X̂𝑖 ), 𝑦𝑖 ),∀𝐺𝑖 ∈ G (11)

At the low level in Equation (11), current approaches propose differ-
ent graph learning objectives L𝑔𝑙 (·) to reconstruct graph structure
A𝑖 and node features X𝑖 . Then, in Equation (10),𝐺∗

𝑖
(𝑉𝑖 , Â∗

𝑖
, X̂∗

𝑖
) will

be used to optimize the GNNs by the loss function in Equation (5).
Depending on the techniques of reconstructing graphs, current

GL-based GNNs can be categorized into three types.
• Preprocessing-based. Preprocessing-based approaches [18, 50,

86] reconstruct graphs and then use them to optimize GNNs
directly. The basic idea is to first reveal the common graph pat-
terns andmodify the graph structure and node features to recover
these patterns. For example, GNN-Jaccard [86] and GNAT [50]
observe that similar nodes tend to be connected by edges. There-
fore, they remove edges between dissimilar nodes and add edges
between similar ones. Also, GNN-SVD [18] observes that noisy
edges and node features tend to increase the rank of the ad-
jacency matrix. Therefore, GNN-SVD reconstructs graphs by
decreasing the rank of the adjacency matrix.

• Jointly Training-based. In contrast to static preprocessing-
based methods, jointly training-based approaches aim to opti-
mize the GNN while iteratively reconstructing the graph struc-
ture and node features alongside the GNN model parameters.
This iterative bi-level optimization enables the GNN to dynam-
ically adapt the graph structure and features based on task-
specific objectives. For instance, several approaches [26, 41, 42,
49, 59, 74], such as ADGNN [49], ProGNN [42], and SimPGCN [41],
propose reconstructing the edges between each pair of nodes by
minimizing the GNN loss on the reconstructed structure while
also reducing the rank of the adjacency matrix. Alternatively,
several approaches [80, 98, 107], such as MOSGSL [107] and
HGP-SL [98], focus on first partitioning each graph into sub-
graphs based on node similarities and predefined motifs, and
then reconstructing the edges between these subgraphs rather
than at the individual node level.

2.2.5 Self Supervised Learning-based Graph Neural Networks. Self-
supervised learning (SSL) has become a powerful paradigm to pre-
train GNNs without the need for labeled data, which can capture
the node patterns and graph patterns. As shown in Figure 1 (e),
the key idea of SSL approaches is to create supervised signals
directly from the structure and node features of the unlabeled
graph itself, leveraging the graph’s inherent properties to guide
the learning process. Formally, given a set of unlabeled graphs
UG = {𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 )} |UG|

𝑖=1 , the GNN 𝑓𝜃 is pretrained as follows:

𝜃 ′ = arg min
𝜃

1
|UG|

∑︁
𝐺𝑖 ∈UG

L𝑠𝑠𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑎𝑙𝑖 ), (12)

where 𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑎𝑙𝑖 is the supervised signals from the unlabeled graph𝐺𝑖

and 𝜃 ′ is the optimized GNN parameters. Then, the pretrained 𝑓𝜃 ′

can be used to predict graph labels or properties. Formally, given
the set of labeled graphs LG = {𝐺 𝑗 (𝑉𝑗A𝑗 ,X𝑗 ), 𝑦 𝑗 } | LG|

𝑗=1 , the GNN
𝑓𝜃 ′ is optimized as follows:

𝜃∗ = arg min
𝜃 ′

1
|LG|

∑︁
𝐺 𝑗 ∈LG

L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 (𝑓𝜃 ′ ,𝐺 𝑗 , 𝑦 𝑗 ), (13)

where the task loss L𝑡𝑎𝑠𝑘 (·) is defined in Equation (5).
Depending on the technique of generating supervised signals

from unlabeled graphs, SSL-based GNN approaches can be broadly
categorized into two main types.
• Pretext Task-based. Pretext task-based approaches [34, 36, 39,

40, 85, 95, 99] design auxiliary tasks to help the model learn
useful representations from the graph structure and features
without requiring external labels. Current approaches design di-
verse node-level and graph-level tasks to capture intrinsic graph
patterns [85], such as predicting node attribute, node degree, and
the node number. For example, HMGNN [95] pretrains GNNs by
predicting the links between nodes and the number of nodes in
each graph. MGSSL [99] first masks the edges among motifs and
then predicts the missing edges. MoAMa [39] first masks node
features and then uses GNNs to reconstruct the node features
based on the masked graphs. GraphMAE [34] and GPTGNN [36]
predict both node attributes and edges.

• Graph Contrastive Learning-based. Graph contrastive learn-
ing (GCL)-based GNNs [32, 45, 67, 73, 82, 94] aim to learn repre-
sentations by contrasting positive and negative examples. The
basic idea is tomaximize the similarity between different views or
augmentations of the same node or graph (positive pairs) while
minimizing the similarity between different nodes or graphs
(negative pairs). In such a way, GCL-based approaches can dis-
tinguish the similarity between nodes and graphs. In general, the
SSL loss L𝑠𝑠𝑙 (·) in Equation (12) can be formulated as follows.

𝜃 ′ = arg min
𝜃

1
|UG|

∑︁
𝐺𝑖 ∈UG

L𝑐𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 , 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑖 ). (14)

𝑠 .𝑡 . �̃�𝑖 ,𝐺𝑖 = arg min
�̃�𝑖 ,�̂�𝑖

L𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 (𝐺𝑖 ,T),∀𝐺𝑖 ∈ UG, (15)

where L𝑐𝑙 (·) is the contrastive loss. Additionally, L𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒 (·) is
the view generation loss used to generate two positive views (i.e.,
�̃�𝑖 and 𝐺𝑖 for each graph 𝐺𝑖 ) where T is a set of augmentation
operations for generating the views. Negative views (𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑖 ) are
a set of graphs, which are typically randomly sampled from all
graphs or from graphs with labels different from𝐺𝑖 . One typical
L𝑐𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 , 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑖 ) in Equation (14) can be defined based on
InfoNCE loss [91, 108] as follows:

L𝑐𝑙 (·) = − log s(ĥ𝑖 , h̃𝑖 )∑
𝐺 ′
𝑖
∈{�̂�𝑖 ,�̃�𝑖 }

∑
𝐺 𝑗 ∈𝐴(𝐺𝑖 ) } 𝑠 (ĥ′𝑖 , h̃𝑗 )

, (16)

where𝐴(𝐺𝑖 ) = 𝐺𝑖 ∪ �̃�𝑖 ∪𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑖 includes positive views and nega-
tive samples of𝐺𝑖 , and ĥ𝑖 and h̃𝑖 are the representations of graph
𝐺𝑖 and �̃�𝑖 , respectively. Also, 𝑠 (h𝑖 , h𝑗 ) = exp(𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑒 (h𝑖 , h𝑗 )/𝜏)
is the similarity score between h𝑖 and h𝑗 based the parameter 𝜏 .

5



The techniques in Equation (15) are employed to generate
positive views for each node. Specifically, similarity-based meth-
ods [45, 67, 82] utilize both node features and graph structures
to identify nodes in the original graph, which are similar to a
given target node, as the positive nodes. Also, diffusion-based
approaches [32, 73, 94] modify the graph’s structure (e.g., by
deleting or adding edges) based on global topological infor-
mation, such as personalized PageRank (PPR) [33] and motif-
preserving [73]. Perturbation-based methods [48, 76, 108, 109],
on the other hand, introduce changes to both the graph’s struc-
ture and node features.

3 A GENERALIZABLE AND EXPRESSIVE GNN
We propose a simple yet effective contrastive learning-based GNN
with high generalization and expressivity capabilities on graph-
level tasks. As shown in Figure 1, our proposed GNNmodel consists
of three components, i.e., adaptive graph augmentation, 𝑘-Path
rooted subgraph encoder, and consistency-aware model training.

3.1 Adaptive Graph Augmentation
To enhance the generalization ability of the GNNmodel, we propose
using contrastive learning to optimize GNNs for graph-level tasks.
As described in Section 2, the key step is to generate positive graph
pairs for each graph. Here, we propose a unified contrastive learning
approach for graphs in diverse domains, such as geometric graphs
and biology. The basic idea is to first measure the importance of each
edge concerning the whole graph and then drop the unimportant
edges based on weighted sampling to generate positive pairs for 𝐺 .

Specifically, given a graph𝐺𝑖 (𝑉𝑖 ,A𝑖 ,X𝑖 ) with edges 𝐸, the edge
importance of each edge 𝑒𝑣,𝑢 ∈ 𝐸𝑖 is calculated based on node de-
gree of 𝑣 and𝑢 [48, 109], i.e., 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑣,𝑢 = log

(
𝐷𝑖 (𝑣)+𝐷𝑖 (𝑢 )

2 + 1
)
, where

edge connected with higher-degree nodes tends to be important
because nodes with higher degrees in a graph are bridges and core
nodes in a functional motif as follows:
• Geometric Graphs. High-degree nodes act as crucial bridges,

and removing their edges significantly impacts the number of
paths and cycles within this graph.

• Social Networks. Higher-degree nodes are crucial as they often
represent key influencers or hubs in the network. These nodes
connect different parts of the network, facilitating communi-
cation and information flow. Their removal can fragment the
network and disrupt connectivity significantly.

• Chemistry Graphs. High-degree atoms mainly determine the
properties of a motif. For example, phosphorus (P) in phosphate
groups (PO4) is bonded to four oxygen atoms (O). While oxygen
atoms contribute to properties like electronegativity and polarity,
phosphorus is often more critical in determining the overall
functionality and behavior of the phosphate group.

Then, the dropping probability 𝑝𝑣,𝑢 of each edge 𝑒𝑣,𝑢 can be nor-
malized using min-max normalization [48, 66, 109] as follows:

𝑝𝑣,𝑢 = 𝜇 ·
𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑣,𝑢

𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑚𝑖𝑛
, (17)

where 𝜇 ∈ [0, 1] is a hyperparameter, and 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑚𝑎𝑥 = max𝑒𝑖,𝑗 ∈𝐸𝑖 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑖, 𝑗
and 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑚𝑖𝑛 = min𝑒𝑖,𝑗 ∈𝐸𝑖 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑖, 𝑗 are the largest and smallest edge
score, respectively. Then, for each graph 𝐺𝑖 , we can generate two

positive graphs𝐺𝑖 and �̃�𝑖 by randomly dropping unimportant edges
based on Equation (17).

3.2 𝑘-Path Rooted Subgraph Encoder
A more expressive GNN [38, 87]. can better encode substructures
like paths, cycles, and other motifs, which are essential for solving
downstream tasks. To enhance the expressivity ability, we propose
a 𝑘-Path rooted subgraph encoder following [38, 93].

3.2.1 𝑘-Path Rooted Subgraph and Feature Augmentation. Given
a graph 𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X), we define a 𝑘-tuple set of each node 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑉

as T𝑘
𝑣𝑖

= {®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1, 𝑣𝑖+2, . . . , 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1)}, where there is an edge
between each consecutive pair (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1) and 𝑣𝑖+𝑗 is actually a 𝑗-
hop neighbor of node 𝑣𝑖 . Particularly, for each node 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 , the
number of 𝑘-tuples starting from 𝑣𝑖 is 𝑂 (𝑛𝑘𝑛𝑒𝑖 ), where 𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑖 is the
average neighbor number of nodes in 𝐺 . Then, for each tuple in
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈ T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
, we can extract a subgraph based on nodes in ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 . Formally,

given a 𝑘-tuple nodes ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1, 𝑣𝑖+2, . . . , 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1) and the graph
𝐺 , we denote the rooted subgraph of ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 as 𝐺

𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑉 𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,A𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,X𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
),

which extracts 𝐿-hop neighbors of each node in ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , i.e., 𝑉
𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

=

∪
𝑣𝑗 ∈®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

∪𝐿
𝑙=0N

𝑙 (𝑣 𝑗 ) and keep the edges among nodes 𝑉 𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

in 𝐺 .

Then, given each rooted subgraph 𝐺𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑉 𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,A𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,X𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
) of nodes

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , we add identifiers for each node in ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 based on the consecu-
tive order. Specifically, for each node 𝑣𝑖+𝑗 ∈ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , its node feature
x(𝑣𝑖+𝑗 ) ∈ R𝑑𝑥 is augmented as x(𝑣𝑖+𝑗 ) = x(𝑣𝑖+𝑗 ) ⊕ e𝑗,𝑘 ∈ R(𝑑𝑥+𝑘 ) ,
where e𝑗,𝑘 ∈ {0, 1}𝑘 is a one hot vector, where the 𝑗-th element is 1
and others are 0. For nodes 𝑣𝑚 ∈ 𝑉 𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
\ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , its node feature x(𝑣𝑚) ∈

R𝑑𝑥 of is augmented as x(𝑣𝑚) = x(𝑣𝑚) ⊕ 0𝑘 ∈ R(𝑑𝑥+𝑘 ) , where 0𝑘 is
a vector of length 𝑘 and all its components are 0. Then, we denote
the feature augmented subgraph 𝐺𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
as 𝐺𝑠,𝑎

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑉 𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,A𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
,X𝑠,𝑎

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
).

3.2.2 Graph Representation Learning. Given each augmented rooted
subgraph𝐺𝑠,𝑎

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
, the node representations of nodes𝑉 𝑠

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
can be learned

by a GNN encoder as H(𝑉 𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
), such as GraphSAGE [31] or Gat-

edGNN [53]. Then, the representations of each node 𝑣𝑖 can be
learned based on all subgraphs of each ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈ T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
as follows:

h(𝑣𝑖 ) = READOUT1 ({H(𝑉 𝑠
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
) [𝑣𝑖 ] |®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈ T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
}), (18)

Where READOUT1 (·) is a readout function, such as MaxPooling.
Therefore, the final graph representation of 𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X) can be
learned as follows:

h = READOUT2 ({h(𝑣𝑖 ) |𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 }), (19)

The graph representation h can be used to predict graph labels or
graph properties, as mentioned in Equation (1).

3.2.3 Theoretical Analysis.

Theorem 3.1. Given the graph𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X), the 𝑘-Path rooted sub-
graph of the 𝑘-tuple node set T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
can count the number of 𝑘 + 2-Path,

starting from the node 𝑣𝑖 .

Proof. We firstly give Lemma 3.2 and then prove Theorem 3.1.
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Figure 2: Framework overview.

Lemma 3.2. Given a graph denoted as 𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X) and a 𝑘-tuple
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1, 𝑣𝑖+2, . . . , 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1) starting from node 𝑣𝑖 , our model can
count the number of (𝑘 + 2)-Path between 𝑣𝑖 and any node 𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
that pass through the path (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1, 𝑣𝑖+2, . . . , 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1).

Proof. Note that since we extract the subgraphs based on the
𝑘 tuple ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , we can know whether a node belong to this ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 . Given
a node 𝑣 𝑗 ∈ 𝑉 and 𝑣 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , we can count the 𝑘 + 2-Path between
𝑣𝑖 and 𝑣 𝑗 by aggregating information from neighbor. Firstly, we
can identify whether a node 𝑣 𝑗 is the one-hop neighbor of the last
element of ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 (i.e., 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1) as follows:

h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ) = I(𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 [1 : 𝑘 − 1])

∑︁
𝑣𝑚∈𝑁 (𝑣𝑗 )

I(𝑣𝑚 = 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1) (20)

where ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 [1 : 𝑘−1] = (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖+1, · · · , 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−2) is the first 𝑘−1 elements
of ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , the indicator function I(𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛) = 1 if the 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 is true.
Specifically, in Equation (20), if 𝑣 𝑗 is the one-hop neighbor 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1,
the hidden representation h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 ) = 1 otherwise h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ) = 0.

Then, in Equation (21), for each node 𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , h
(2)
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 ) indicate
the number of 2-Path from node 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1 to the node 𝑣 𝑗 .

h(2)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ) = I(𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 )

∑︁
𝑣𝑚∈𝑁 (𝑣𝑗 )

h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣𝑚) (21)

Finally, in Equation (22), for each node 𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 , h
(2)
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 ) indicate
the number of 3-Path from node 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1 to the node 𝑣 𝑗 .

h(3)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ) = I(𝑣 𝑗 ∉ ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 )

∑︁
𝑣𝑚∈𝑁 (𝑣𝑗 )

(h(2)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣𝑚) − h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 )), , (22)

If 𝑣 𝑗 is a one-hop neighbor of 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1, there exists a recursive 3-Path
of the form (𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1, 𝑣 𝑗 , 𝑣𝑚, 𝑣 𝑗 ). To eliminate these recursive 3-Path
for 𝑣 𝑗 , we use h(2)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣𝑚) − h(1)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ).

Since ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 is a 𝑘 − 1 path from node 𝑣𝑖 to node 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1 and h
(3)
®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 )

is the number of 3-Path from 𝑣𝑖+𝑘−1 to 𝑣 𝑗 , h(3)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
(𝑣 𝑗 ) is the number

of 𝑘 + 2-Path from 𝑣𝑖 to 𝑣 𝑗 that pass through the path ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 .
□

Based on Lemma 3.2, given the graph 𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X), we can com-
pute the total number of 𝑘 + 2 path in the graph 𝐺 that starts from
node 𝑣𝑖 as follows: 𝑛𝑘+2

𝑣𝑖
=
∑

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈T
𝑘
𝑣𝑖

∑
𝑣𝑗 ∈𝑉 h(3)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖

(𝑣 𝑗 ) . □

Theorem 3.3. Given the graph𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X), the 𝑘-Path rooted sub-
graph of the 𝑘-tuple node set T𝑘

𝑣𝑖
can count the number of 𝑘 + 3-Cycle

of the node 𝑣𝑖 .

Proof. Based on the Theorem 3.1, we can counting the number
of 𝑘 + 2-Path from each node 𝑣𝑖 that passes through the path ®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈
T𝑘
𝑣𝑖
, then we can cunt the number of 𝑘 + 3-Cycle of node 𝑣𝑖 based

on its neighbor 𝑁 (𝑣𝑖 ) as
∑

𝑣𝑗 ∈𝑁 (𝑣𝑖 )
∑

®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖 ∈T
𝑘
𝑣𝑖

h(3)®𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑖
. □

3.3 Consistency-aware Model Training
We propose a contrastive loss and a task-aware consistency loss
to optimize GNNs, enhancing the generalizability of learned repre-
sentations and effectively capturing graph patterns. Given a batch
of graphs G𝐵 = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}𝐵𝑖=1 with size 𝐵, we generate two positive
views𝐺𝑖 and �̃�𝑖 for each𝐺𝑖 ∈ G𝐵 by dropping edges from𝐺𝑖 based
on Equation (17). The contrastive loss L𝑐𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 ) for each graph
𝐺𝑖 is defined as follows:

− log

∑
{𝐺 𝑗 |𝑦 𝑗=𝑦𝑖 }

∑
h′
𝑖
∈{ĥ𝑖 ,h̃𝑖 }

∑
h′
𝑗
∈{ĥ𝑗 ,h̃𝑗 } 𝑠 (h

′
𝑖
, h′

𝑗
) + 𝑠 (ĥ𝑖 , h̃𝑖 )∑

𝐺𝑖 ,𝐺 𝑗 ∈G𝐵

∑
h′
𝑖
∈{ĥ𝑖 ,h̃𝑖 }

∑
h′
𝑖
∈{ĥ𝑗 ,h̃𝑗 } 𝑠 (ĥ𝑖 , ĥ𝑗 )

,

where {𝐺 𝑗 |𝑦 𝑗 = 𝑦𝑖 } denotes the graphs in G𝐵 that has the same
label of 𝐺𝑖 , and 𝑠 (h𝑖 , h𝑗 ) = exp(𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑒 (h𝑖 , h𝑗 )/𝜏) is the similarity
score between h𝑖 and h𝑗 based the temperature parameter 𝜏 .

Also, we define a task-aware consistency loss. Note that two
positive pairs𝐺𝑖 and �̃�𝑖 are created by dropping unimportant edges
from𝐺𝑖 . For graph classification tasks, the graph label of𝐺𝑖 and �̃�𝑖

should remain similar to the original graph𝐺𝑖 . For graph regression
tasks, such as counting tasks, the cycle (resp. path ) number in 𝐺𝑖

and �̃�𝑖 should be less than that in𝐺𝑖 , since dropping edges decreases
the cycle and path numbers in𝐺𝑖 . Based on this analysis, we define
the task-aware consistency loss L𝑐𝑦 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) for each graph
𝐺𝑖 as follows:

L𝑐𝑦 (·) =
{
−∑

𝑦∈𝑦𝑖 (log𝑦∗
𝑖
[𝑦] + log𝑦∗

𝑖
[𝑦]), 𝑦𝑖 ∈ {0, 1} |Y |

ReLU(𝑦∗
𝑖
− 𝑦𝑖 ) + ReLU(𝑦∗

𝑖
− 𝑦𝑖 ), 𝑦𝑖 ∈ R

(23)

In summary, we pretrain the GNNs by the combination of con-
trastive learning loss and task-aware consistency loss.

𝜃 ′ = arg min
𝜃

1
𝐵

∑︁
𝐺𝑖 ∈G𝐵

L𝑐𝑙 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 , 𝑁𝑒𝑔𝑖 )

+ L𝑐𝑦 (𝑓𝜃 ,𝐺𝑖 , �̃�𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) (24)
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where L𝑐𝑙 (·) is the contrastive loss in Equation (16), and L𝑐𝑦 (·)
is the task-aware consistency loss in Equation (23). Then, we can
fine-tune the GNNs with labeled dataLG based on the task-specific
loss in Equation (5).

4 EXPERIMENTS
We conduct experiments to analyze baselines and ourmodel on both
graph classification and regression tasks. Specifically, we introduce
datasets and baselines in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2. We present the
hyperparameter setting and the evaluation metric in Section 4.3 and
Section 4.4, respectively. Effectiveness and efficiency are discussed
in Section 4.5 and Section 4.6. Additionally, we evaluate baselines
on more scenarios in Section 4.7.

4.1 Datasets
We use graphs from four domains, including social networks (SN),
biology (BIO), chemistry (CHE), and geometric (GE) graphs. In
particular, for dataset splitting, if a standard split is publicly avail-
able and commonly used in existing works, we adopt the standard
split. If there is no standard split, we use a 10-fold cross-validation
approach. The detailed data statistics and split ratio are in Table 2.

4.1.1 Social Networks.

• IMDB-B [61] and IMDB-M [61]. Two movie datasets from the
IMDB [1], where nodes are actors, edges denote co-appearances,
and labels indicate movie genres. IMDB-B and IMDB-M are bi-
nary and multiple-class classification datasets, respectively.

• REDDIT-B [61]. A binary social network dataset from Red-
dit [2], where nodes represent users, edges indicate interactions,
and graphs are labeled as QA-based or discussion-based.

• COLLAB-M [61].Amulti-class scientific collaboration network,
where nodes are researchers and edges indicate co-authorship.
Each graph is labeled with different research fields.

4.1.2 Biology.

• PROTEIN-B [61]. A binary protein dataset where nodes repre-
sent secondary structure elements, edges denote proximity, and
graphs indicate if the molecule is an enzyme.

• DD-B [61]. Derived from a molecular protein dataset, where
nodes represent amino acids, and edges indicate adjacency. Each
graph is labeled to classify different types of proteins.

• ENZYMES [61]. Derived from the BRENDA enzyme database,
it represents nodes as secondary structural elements, edges as
adjacency, and labels each graph with one of six EC classes.

• MolHIV [35] andMolTox21 [35]. They are molecular datasets,
where nodes represent atoms, and edges are chemical bonds. La-
bels inMolHIV indicate whether themolecule has HIV inhibition,
and labels in MolTox21 indicate the toxicity type.

4.1.3 Chemistry. MUTAG, NCI1, MolBACE, and MolPCBA are
molecular graph datasets, with nodes represent atoms, node labels
indicating the atomic species (e.g., N, C, O), and edges represent
chemical bonds between atoms.
• MUTAG [61]. The labels are whether a molecule has mutagenic

activity, referring to its potential to cause genetic mutations.
• NCI1 [61]. The labels specify whether a molecule shows a posi-

tive response in assays for specific anticancer activity.

Table 2: Data statistics. CV denotes Cross-Validation.
Type Data Graphs Nodes Edges Feat Classes Split Ratio

SN

IMDB-B 1,000 19.77 96.53 N/A 2 10-fold CV
IMDB-M 1,500 13.00 65.94 N/A 3 10-fold CV
REDDIT-B 2,000 429.63 497.75 N/A 2 10-fold CV
COLLAB 5,000 74.49 2,457.78 N/A 3 10-fold CV

BIO

PROTEINS 1,113 39.06 72.82 3 2 10-fold CV
DD 1,178 284.32 715.66 89 2 10-fold CV

ENZYMES 600 32.63 62.14 3 6 10-fold CV
MolHIV 41,127 25.50 54.93 9 2 8/1/1
MolTox21 7,831 18.90 39.22 9 12 8/1/1

CHE

MUTAG 188 17.93 19.79 7 2 10-fold CV
NCI1 4,110 29.87 32.30 37 2 10-fold CV

MolBACE 1,513 34.13 36.91 204 2 8/1/1
MolPCBA 437,929 26.00 28.10 128 128 8/1/1

GE

{3, 4, 5}-Cycle 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5
{6, 7, 8}-Cycle 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5
{4, 5, 6}-Path 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5
4-Clique 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5
Tailed Tri. 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5

Chordal Cyc. 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5
Triangle Rect. 5,000 18.80 31.34 1 1 3/2/5

• MolBACE [35]. The labels indicate whether a molecule inhibits
the BACE enzyme (Beta-secretase 1).

• MolPCBA [35]. The labels represent the activity of a molecule
across 128 different bioassays, indicating whether the compound
is active in a given experimental condition.

4.1.4 Geometric Graphs. The counting task aims to predict the
number of specific substructures in each graph. We collect 14
datasets [101]. Labels include the counts of various substructures,
including 3-Cycle, 4-Cycle, 5-Cycle, 6-Cycle, 7-Cycle, 8-Cycle, 4-
Path, 5-Path, 6-Path, 4-Clique, Tailed-Triangle (Tailed Tri.), Chordal-
Cycle, and Triangle-Rectangle.

4.2 Baselines
We compare and comprehensively investigate our proposed model
with 14 representative and effective baselines in five types.

4.2.1 Node-based GNNs.

• GCN [43]. It utilizes graph convolutional layers to aggregate
information from neighbors, serving as a fundamental GNN.

• GIN [87]. The GIN baseline employs sum pooling and utilizes
Graph Isomorphism Network as the message passing layer.

• GraphSAGE (SAGE) [31]. It aggregates information from sam-
pled neighbors using different functions, such as mean, LSTM,
or pooling, to update node embeddings in a scalable manner.

4.2.2 Pooling-based GNNs.

• TopK [9, 28]. It performs node drop by selecting the top-ranked
nodes based on a learnable scoring function.

• GMT [4]. It condenses nodes into important ones based on
grouping-matrix and create edges via attention mechanism.

• EPool [16]. It progressively merges nodes by contracting high-
scoring edges between adjacent nodes through edge clustering.

4.2.3 Subgraph-based GNNs.

• ECS [88]. It integrates a base GNNwith precomputed structural
embeddings to efficiently count substructures using distance
information and message passing.
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• AK+ [102]. It extends base GNNs by replacing the local aggre-
gation mechanism with a GNN that encodes general subgraphs
instead of star-shaped patterns.

• I2GNN [38]. It enhances Subgraph MPNNs by employing mul-
tiple node identifiers, assigning distinct identifiers to the root
node and its neighbors within each subgraph.

4.2.4 GL-based GNNs.

• VIBGSL (VIB) [74]. It uses the Information Bottleneck princi-
ple to mask irrelevant features and learn a task-relevant graph
structure for improved GNN performance.

• HGPSL (HGP) [98]. It selects key nodes to form an induced
subgraph and refines the graph structure using sparse attention-
based structure learning.

• MOSGSL (MO) [107]. It reconstructs key subgraphs using a
motif-driven guidance module that captures and aligns discrim-
inative structural patterns

4.2.5 SSL-based GNNs.

• RGC [73]. It employs a diverse-curvature GCN andmotif-aware
contrastive learning on a stable kernel layer to model motif
regularity and learn node representations.

• MVGRL(MVG) [32]. It uses diffusion algorithms, such as Per-
sonalized PageRank, to generate two positive views of the graph
and maximize their similarity.

• Ours. It enhances expressivity with a 𝑘-path rooted subgraph
approach and improves generalization through adaptive graph
contrastive learning, ensuring robust performance across di-
verse tasks and scenarios.

4.3 Hyperparameter and Hardware Setting
For classification datasets, we set the batch size as 32 for four larger
datasets (REDDIT-B, COLLAB, DD, and MolPCBA) and 128 for the
other datasets. For regression datasets, we set the batch size as
256 The baselines and our model use different hyperparameters,
which are fine-tuned by grid search based on validation data. For
example, the hidden dimension is selected from {64, 128, 256, 512},
the learning rate from {1𝑒 −2, 1𝑒 −3, 1𝑒 −4, 1𝑒 −5}, and the dropout
rate from {0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5}. Our model sets 𝑘 = 1 for graph
classification, and sets 𝑘 = 3 for regression with 3-path sampling
uniformly. All models are trained for a maximum of 2000 epochs,
with early stopping applied if no improvement is observed on the
validation set within 50 epochs.

All codes are executed on a CentOS 7 machine equipped with
a 20-core Intel® Xeon® Silver 4210 CPU @ 2.20GHz, 8 NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 2080 Ti GPUs, and 256GB of RAM.

4.4 Evaluation Metric
We define the effectiveness and efficiency metrics as follows.

4.4.1 Effectiveness Metric. Given a graph setLG = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )} | LG|
𝑖=1 ,

we denote the prediction label of each graph 𝐺𝑖 as 𝑦𝑖 . For graph
classification tasks, we use the Strict Accuracy (Acc),Micro-F1
(Mi-F1), andMacro-F1 (Ma-F1). Particularly, if each graph only
has one label, the Micro-F1 is same as Accuracy.
• Strict Accuracy (Acc). Strict accuracy is defined as 𝐴𝑐𝑐 =

1
| LG|

∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG I(𝑦𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖 ), where I(𝑦𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖 ) = 1 if only 𝑦𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖 .

• Micro-F1 (Mi-F1). The Micro-precision is defined as 𝑀𝑖-𝑃 =∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG |𝑦𝑖∩�̂�𝑖 |∑
𝐺𝑗 ∈LG | �̂� 𝑗 | and Micro-recall is𝑀𝑖-𝑅 =

∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG |𝑦𝑖∩�̂�𝑖 |∑
𝐺𝑗 ∈LG |𝑦 𝑗 | . Then,

the Micro-F1 is defined as𝑀𝑖-𝐹1 = 2×𝑀𝑖-𝑃×𝑀𝑖-𝑅
𝑀𝑖-𝑃+𝑀𝑖-𝑅 .

• Macro-F1 (Ma-F1). The Macro-precision is defined as𝑀𝑎-𝑃 =
1

| LG|
∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG

|𝑦𝑖∩�̂�𝑖 |
| �̂�𝑖 | and Macro-recall is defined as 𝑀𝑎-𝑅 =

1
| LG|

∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG

|𝑦𝑖∩�̂�𝑖 |
|𝑦𝑖 | , Macro-F1𝑀𝑎-𝐹1 = 2×𝑀𝑎-𝑃×𝑀𝑎-𝑅

𝑀𝑎-𝑃+𝑀𝑎-𝑅 .

For graph regression tasks, we use theMean Absolute Error
(MAE) and R2 as follows.

• Mean Absolute Error (MAE). Mean Absolute Error is defined
as𝑀𝐴𝐸 = 1

| LG|
∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG |𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦𝑖 |.

• R2. The R2 is defined as 𝑅2 = 1−
∑

𝐺𝑖 ∈LG (𝑦𝑖−�̂�𝑖 )2∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG (𝑦𝑖−𝑦)2 ∈ [0, 1], where

𝑦 = 1
| LG|

∑
𝐺𝑖 ∈LG 𝑦𝑖 is the mean of the true values. Higher 𝑅2

indicates better prediction performance.

4.4.2 Efficiency Metric. We evaluate the efficiency of models on
both graph classification and regression tasks based on the training
time (s), inference time (s), memory usage (MB) in training
and inference phrases.

4.5 Effectiveness Evaluation
In this subsection, we evaluate the effectiveness of GNNs on graph
tasks from two aspects. Firstly, in Section 4.5.1, we assess whether
existing GNNs can capture the core semantic patterns of graphs,
where the core semantic patterns mainly determine graph labels.
Secondly, in Section 4.5.2, we evaluate the expressivity ability of
GNNs based, i.e., whether GNNs can distinguish graph geometric
patterns, such as the number of cycles and paths.

4.5.1 Graph Classification Tasks. We evaluate baselines and our
model on the graph classification tasks in Table 3. Firstly, node-
based GNNs, such as GCN and GIN, cannot achieve satisfactory
performance. These models learn node representations and use
global pooling, which overlooks local graph structures, resulting in
suboptimal outcomes compared to other GNN types. Secondly,
pooling-based approaches propose to progressively reduce the
graph size hierarchically and progressively learn the graph rep-
resentations, which cannot achieve the best performance. This is
because they simply keep the top-k most important nodes and
concentrate similar nodes into a community to learn graph rep-
resentation, ignoring local graph structure information. Thirdly,
subgraph-based approaches effectively capture intricate local struc-
tures within the graphs, making themwell-suited for bioinformatics
applications where understanding detailed interactions is essential.
However, their computational intensity and potential overfitting
to subgraph patterns present notable challenges. Fourthly, graph
learning-based approaches reconstruct graph structure and node
features to remove noisy information, thereby enhancing perfor-
mance on noisy datasets, such as social networks. Lastly, SSL-based
approaches propose to learn generalizable representations based on
pretraining on unlabeled graphs and fine-tuning on labeled graphs.
Particularly, our proposed model achieves the best or comparable
performance on all datasets. This is because we propose adaptive
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Table 3: Evaluation on graph classification. The best and the second performance are highlighted in bold and in underline.

Type Dataset Metric Node-based Pooling-based Subgraph-based GL-based SSL-based
GCN GIN SAGE TopK GMT EPool ECS AK+ I2GNN VIB HGP MO RGC MVG Ours

SN

IMDB-B Acc 0.6840 0.7100 0.6860 0.6860 0.7440 0.6980 0.7150 0.7290 0.7070 0.7250 0.7030 0.7310 0.6230 0.6970 0.7550
F1 0.6963 0.7117 0.6991 0.7105 0.7625 0.7146 0.7158 0.7391 0.7014 0.7185 0.7078 0.7422 0.6321 0.6940 0.7693

IMDB-M Acc 0.4620 0.4820 0.4650 0.4670 0.5080 0.4750 0.4727 0.4967 OOM 0.4720 0.4650 0.5067 0.4130 0.4867 0.5233
F1 0.4393 0.4706 0.4512 0.4435 0.4850 0.4563 0.4466 0.4839 OOM 0.4443 0.4376 0.4874 0.3867 0.4788 0.5087

REDDIT-B Acc 0.9305 0.8965 0.9094 0.9280 0.9195 0.9260 OOM OOM OOM 0.8276 OOM 0.8625 OOM OOM 0.9325
F1 0.9322 0.9026 0.9132 0.9284 0.9263 0.9303 OOM OOM OOM 0.8298 OOM 0.8722 OOM OOM 0.9330

COLLAB Acc 0.7644 0.7328 0.7406 0.7556 0.8164 0.7696 OOM OOM OOM 0.7528 0.6988 0.8278 OOM 0.7688 0.7862
F1 0.7454 0.7099 0.7169 0.7395 0.7973 0.7520 OOM OOM OOM 0.7114 0.6702 0.8046 OOM 0.7320 0.7432

BIO

PROTEINS Acc 0.7286 0.7250 0.7367 0.7277 0.7440 0.7286 0.7061 0.7475 0.7071 0.7322 0.7304 0.7232 0.7015 0.7367 0.7457
F1 0.6596 0.6432 0.6617 0.6712 0.7058 0.6598 0.5838 0.6978 0.6026 0.6641 0.6653 0.6442 0.6386 0.6993 0.6998

DD Acc 0.7310 0.7233 0.7542 0.7156 0.7802 0.7343 OOM 0.7776 0.7335 0.7632 0.7598 0.7632 OOM OOM 0.7632
F1 0.6676 0.6555 0.6707 0.6384 0.7252 0.6687 OOM 0.7267 0.6402 0.6845 0.6841 0.6844 OOM OOM 0.6886

ENZYMES Acc 0.4650 0.4833 0.5183 0.4800 0.4950 0.4783 0.4617 0.5267 0.4650 0.4417 0.4667 0.5250 0.4917 0.5333 0.5533
F1 0.4775 0.4781 0.5098 0.4794 0.4237 0.4737 0.4592 0.5279 0.4628 0.4337 0.4695 0.5309 0.4902 0.5314 0.5671

MolHIV Acc 0.9696 0.9701 0.9695 0.9687 0.9691 0.9696 0.9689 0.9728 0.9703 0.9686 0.9689 0.9701 0.9686 0.9705 0.9742
F1 0.3192 0.3466 0.2991 0.2221 0.2861 0.3213 0.2537 0.3682 0.3413 0.2203 0.2518 0.2502 0.2225 0.3628 0.3693

MolTOX21
Acc 0.5548 0.5553 0.5529 0.5523 0.5412 0.5514 0.5463 0.5561 0.5580 0.5283 0.5350 0.5384 0.5112 0.5565 0.5727
Mi-F1 0.9120 0.9114 0.9096 0.9083 0.9109 0.9101 0.9121 0.9138 0.9137 0.8993 0.9004 0.9048 0.8986 0.9126 0.9174
Ma-F1 0.3628 0.3601 0.3418 0.2240 0.3452 0.3765 0.3858 0.3850 0.3815 0.2020 0.2125 0.2180 0.1981 0.3847 0.3882

CHE

MUTAG Acc 0.8041 0.8570 0.8199 0.8094 0.8254 0.8091 0.8091 0.8409 0.8062 0.7643 0.7706 0.7790 0.7067 0.8607 0.9102
F1 0.8583 0.8907 0.8644 0.8590 0.8642 0.8506 0.8558 0.8770 0.8512 0.8255 0.8296 0.8447 0.8012 0.8912 0.9310

NCI1 Acc 0.8158 0.8154 0.8146 0.8169 0.7662 0.8160 0.7866 0.8187 0.7603 0.7816 0.7825 0.7852 0.6995 0.7560 0.8253
F1 0.8160 0.8153 0.8149 0.8171 0.7708 0.8168 0.7914 0.8190 0.7673 0.7827 0.7831 0.7855 0.6997 0.7557 0.8249

MoIBACE Acc 0.6711 0.6645 0.6477 0.6756 0.6513 0.6749 0.7125 0.6803 0.6078 0.6019 0.6689 0.6294 0.6089 0.7099 0.7895
F1 0.7154 0.7351 0.7099 0.7264 0.7366 0.7436 0.7400 0.7382 0.7055 0.7001 0.6545 0.7077 0.7047 0.7366 0.8242

MolPCBA
Acc 0.5456 0.5466 0.5451 0.5461 0.5447 >3 days OOM 0.5523 0.5414 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 0.5531
Mi-F1 0.9850 0.9853 0.6945 0.9849 0.9836 >3 days OOM 0.9860 0.9850 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 0.9858
Ma-F1 0.1200 0.1500 0.1317 0.1333 0.0167 >3 days OOM 0.2140 0.2064 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 0.2152

Table 4: Evaluation on graph regression. The best and the second performance are highlighted in bold and in underline.

Type Dataset Metric Node-based Pooling-based Subgraph-based GL-based SSL-based
GCN GIN SAGE TopK GMT EPool ECS AK+ I2GNN VIB HGP MO RGC MVG Ours

GE

3-Cycle MAE 0.4396 0.3962 0.5119 0.4290 0.4251 0.4238 0.0192 0.0022 0.0009 0.8776 0.4369 0.5410 0.4744 0.4231 0.0006
R2 0.6970 0.7546 0.8081 0.7044 0.7107 0.5679 0.9996 0.9998 0.9999 0.0096 0.6850 0.5003 0.6062 0.7174 0.9999

4-Cycle MAE 0.2806 0.2536 0.5407 0.2772 0.2720 0.2696 0.0148 0.0223 0.0062 0.7851 0.2745 0.5442 0.5398 0.2734 0.0039
R2 0.8229 0.8864 0.4011 0.8331 0.8477 0.8406 0.9997 0.9990 0.9998 0.0157 0.8350 0.4032 0.4436 0.8606 0.9999

5-Cycle MAE 0.2782 0.1858 0.4608 0.2399 0.2338 0.2659 0.0716 0.0340 0.0115 0.9021 0.2763 0.4532 0.4570 0.2180 0.0078
R2 0.8334 0.9364 0.4815 0.8614 0.8936 0.8553 0.9862 0.9972 0.9996 0.0019 0.8190 0.6081 0.4939 0.9060 0.9998

6-Cycle MAE 0.3014 0.1895 0.4690 0.2302 0.1788 0.2926 0.0862 0.0584 0.0368 0.8876 0.3035 0.4557 0.5027 0.1773 0.0275
R2 0.7926 0.9162 0.6189 0.8803 0.9279 0.8073 0.9569 0.9956 0.9969 0.0021 0.7891 0.6219 0.6077 0.9301 0.9982

7-Cycle MAE 0.4011 0.2111 0.5898 0.2852 0.1569 0.3942 0.1560 0.0563 0.0488 0.8273 0.4220 0.5713 0.5836 0.1500 0.0414
R2 0.5887 0.8635 0.4594 0.7921 0.9354 0.6091 0.9460 0.9937 0.9946 0.0064 0.5487 0.4883 0.4692 0.9404 0.9957

8-Cycle MAE 0.4757 0.2632 0.5285 0.2910 0.1377 0.4701 0.1153 0.0493 0.0399 0.7430 0.4790 0.5340 0.4808 0.1286 0.0337
R2 0.3570 0.7220 0.2212 0.7553 0.9428 0.3840 0.9703 0.9949 0.9963 0.0330 0.3520 0.2051 0.3319 0.9466 0.9974

4-Path MAE 0.7154 0.4273 0.7340 0.5273 0.1606 0.6361 0.0243 0.0150 0.0083 0.7784 0.5019 0.7316 0.7270 0.1512 0.0066
R2 0.1574 0.6349 0.0898 0.5270 0.9459 0.3188 0.9921 0.9996 0.9998 0.0279 0.5390 0.0909 0.1310 0.9534 0.9999

5-Path MAE 0.6848 0.3949 0.6669 0.5189 0.1559 0.6133 0.0134 0.0153 0.0092 0.7510 0.4846 0.6933 0.7053 0.1407 0.0081
R2 0.1050 0.6358 0.1675 0.5015 0.9473 0.3254 0.9995 0.9995 0.9998 0.0283 0.5204 0.0823 0.0650 0.9562 0.9999

6-Path MAE 0.6164 0.3913 0.6594 0.5629 0.1394 0.6930 0.0138 0.0133 0.0089 0.7571 0.4552 0.6627 0.6589 0.1299 0.0079
R2 0.2470 0.5958 0.1286 0.4133 0.9539 0.1408 0.9995 0.9996 0.9998 0.0250 0.5459 0.1282 0.1280 0.9607 0.9998

4-Clique MAE 0.3432 0.3449 0.3498 0.3430 0.3427 0.3578 0.0091 0.0092 0.0005 0.3866 0.2355 0.3422 0.3424 0.1797 0.0004
R2 0.1612 0.1348 0.1086 0.1213 0.1022 0.1057 0.9662 0.9964 0.9999 0.0890 0.8896 0.1604 0.1610 0.9002 0.9999

Tailed
Triangle

MAE 0.3506 0.2886 0.3812 0.3465 0.3665 0.3405 0.0189 0.0146 0.0034 0.8934 0.3791 0.3891 0.4095 0.3277 0.0018
R2 0.7884 0.8606 0.7303 0.7813 0.7673 0.8053 0.9989 0.9995 0.9999 0.0176 0.7336 0.7008 0.6245 0.8177 0.9999

Chordal
Cycle

MAE 0.4377 0.3683 0.4390 0.4216 0.3690 0.4246 0.0295 0.0336 0.0044 0.8720 0.4441 0.4413 0.4728 0.3671 0.0028
R2 0.6346 0.7109 0.6002 0.6414 0.6848 0.6421 0.9970 0.9951 0.9999 0.0333 0.5746 0.5841 0.5684 0.7293 0.9999

Triangle
Rectangle

MAE 0.4657 0.4034 0.4794 0.4736 0.4068 0.4890 0.3619 0.3464 0.3271 0.8263 0.4286 0.4755 0.5409 0.4301 0.3123
R2 0.5211 0.6291 0.5335 0.4921 0.6235 0.4702 0.6895 0.7063 0.7241 0.0338 0.5828 0.5037 0.3852 0.5691 0.7501
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Table 5: Efficiency evaluation. We report the total training time (Train (s)), and total inference time (Infer (s)), and GPUmemory
during training (T-Mem) and inference (I-Mem).

Type Dataset Metric Node-based Pooling-based Subgraph-based GL-based SSL-based
GCN GIN SAGE TopK GMT EPool ECS AK+ I2GNN VIB HGP MO RGC MVG Ours

SN REDDIT-B

Train(s) 192.44 182.98 179.55 218.03 758.22 8365.60 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 371.86 OOM OOM 411.93
Infer(s) 28.42 26.21 26.04 32.95 30.45 1953.91 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 79.35 OOM OOM 34.50

T-Mem(MB) 287 288 310 287 2120 360 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 604 OOM OOM 4287
I-Mem(MB) 190 122 135 190 244 194 OOM OOM OOM OOM OOM 289 OOM OOM 190

BIO ENZYMES

Train(s) 26.05 26.34 25.23 31.95 38.85 375.25 312.46 350.25 470.05 120.48 67.5 75.29 495.23 57.53 55.45
Infer(s) 5.19 5.33 5.04 6.84 7.17 76.30 68.74 68.93 94.92 36.12 19.20 28.27 85.11 7.76 5.80

T-Mem(MB) 83 78 77 83 228 103 582 2369 1656 323 186 506 282 324 246
I-Mem(MB) 42 36 36 42 46 45 270 879 790 152 95 194 54 58 42

CHE MUTAG

Train(s) 10.78 11.03 10.05 13.50 15.96 60.13 52.05 88.70 67.33 44.37 35.32 39.99 80.49 25.15 18.72
Infer(s) 3.86 3.89 3.51 5.27 4.01 17.74 18.91 21.18 25.10 15.80 11.63 15.18 29.78 7.64 4.22

T-Mem(MB) 42 44 44 42 82 46 422 775 1306 56 48 431 134 140 102
I-Mem(MB) 19 20 21 19 24 19 245 210 722 26 27 74 24 25 19

GE 4-Cycle

Train(s) 166.50 160.95 140.88 180.57 1224.39 482.95 1180.51 645.97 1487.66 395.71 284.34 394.60 1770.94 300.21 1503.16
Infer(s) 256.17 241.02 235.40 279.43 2058.62 1033.68 1776.91 920.13 2219.63 549.60 441.95 583.55 2675.22 461.87 2255.94

T-Mem(MB) 88 85 85 88 380 104 1214 1734 3080 262 269 470 238 237 4327
I-Mem(MB) 64 62 62 64 260 68 342 608 726 104 152 270 103 96 737

contrastive learning and sample subgraphs to learn local struc-
ture information, thereby learning a generalizable and informative
graph representation.

4.5.2 Graph Regression Tasks. For graph regression, we mainly
evaluate the ability of GNNs to capture the semantics and core
patterns of graphs, based on cycle counting and path counting
for each graph. Lower MAE and higher R2 values indicate bet-
ter performance. As shown in Table 4, node-based (except GIN),
pooling-based, GL-based, and SSL-based approaches (except our
model) do not achieve satisfactory performance. This is because
these approaches are not designed to enhance the expressivity of
GNNs, i.e., they cannot distinguish whether two graphs are iso-
morphic or have the same cycles. In contrast, GIN, subgraph-based
GNNs, and our model aim to theoretically increase the expressivity
of GNNs, thereby achieving satisfying performance. Particularly,
our model performs the best on all datasets. This is because our
model is guaranteed to have better expressivity, such as counting 8-
Cycle, while other approaches have low expressivity. Additionally,
we propose a unified contrastive learning approach to augment
graphs and achieve more generalizable graph representations.

4.6 Efficiency Evaluation
We evaluate the efficiency of GNNs in terms of time and GPU
peak memory consumption during both the training and inference
phases. As shown in Table 5, node-based GNNs are the most ef-
ficient because they directly learn node representations from the
original graphs without any additional processing. Secondly, the
pooling-based approach, TopK also achieves good efficiency and low
memory usage by retaining only the most important nodes How-
ever, GMT and EPool are slightly less efficient as it computes use
nodes features to compute the cluster representation and pairwise
similarities between connected nodes to form clusters, respectively.
Thirdly, subgraph-based and GL-based approaches are less efficient
due to their reliance on additional graph processing. Subgraph-
based GNNs sample subgraphs for each root node or generate
multiple subgraphs and learn representations for each one, which
increases time and memory costs. Similarly, GL-based approaches
iteratively optimize the graph structure and node features while

training the GNNs, further adding to resource consumption. Lastly,
SSL-based approaches are computationally intensive in training be-
cause they augment graphs into positive pairs and optimize GNNs
by maximizing the similarity between these pairs, which increases
time and memory usage. However, during inference, they do not
require graph augmentation and operate directly on the original
graphs, resulting in efficiency comparable to node-based GNNs.

4.7 More Scenarios
We evaluate GNNs in more realistic scenarios, including noisy
graphs, imbalanced graphs, and few-shot graphs. To ensure clarity,
we select one representative graph dataset from each domain for
evaluation, i.e., IMDB-M, ENZYMES, NCI1, and 4-Cycle. Addition-
ally, we compare the most effective GNN model from each GNN
category, including GCN, GMT, with AK+ and MO for classification
tasks, I2GNN and HGPSL for regression tasks, with our model.

4.7.1 Robustness Evaluation. We evaluate the robustness of exist-
ing GNNs on noisy and incomplete graphs. Specifically, for each
graph 𝐺 (𝑉 ,A,X), we randomly delete 𝛼 | |A| |0 existing edges by
varying a ratio 𝛼 ∈ {0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5}. As shown in Figure 3, as
𝛼 increases, the performance of GNNs decreases and our proposed
model outperform other baselines under the same ratio 𝛼 . Specifi-
cally, node-based GCN shows the sharply decline due to their re-
liance on the original graph structure and global pooling, which fail
to capture local patterns effectively. Also, Pooling-based approach
GMT also performs unsatisfying as it separates nodes into differ-
ent clusters based on node similarity and connectivity, while edge
deletions significantly affect the cluster results. Subgraph-based
approach AK+ performs better by capturing intricate local patterns,
but their reliance on subgraph sampling makes them sensitive to
edge deletions. GL-based method MO shows resilience by dynami-
cally learning graph structures. Particularly, our proposed model
outperforms all baselines, maintaining strong performance on all 𝛼
values. By leveraging adaptive contrastive learning and subgraph
sampling, it effectively captures local structures and mitigates the
impact of noise, resulting in superior robustness.

4.7.2 Imbalance Data Evaluation. In the graph classification task,
given a dataset G = (𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ), we simulate class imbalance by setting
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Figure 3: Robustness evaluation.
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Figure 4: Imbalance data evaluation.
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Figure 5: Few-shot evaluation.

the proportions of training samples per class as {1, 1
2𝛽 ,

1
3𝛽 , . . . ,

1
|Y |𝛽 },

where 𝛽 ∈ {0, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2} controls the imbalance ratio. The num-
ber of samples in the first class is fixed under all 𝛽 values. For
graph regression tasks, where 𝑦𝑖 ∈ [𝑦min, 𝑦max], we partition the
label range into three equal buckets and vary the proportions of
the groups as {1, 1

2𝛽 ,
1

3𝛽 } to simulate imbalance. A higher 𝛽 indi-
cates a greater level of imbalance. As shown in Figure 4, GCN and
GMT struggle with both classification and regression tasks due
to their reliance on global graph aggregation, which dilutes the
features of minority class nodes and edges in imbalanced datasets.
Similarly, AK+ (and I2GNN) and MO (and HGP), despite incorporat-
ing subgraph-level information or reconstructing graph structures,
fail to explicitly address class imbalance, limiting their ability to
preserve minority class features under skewed distributions. In con-
trast, our model demonstrates superior robustness across all tasks.
By effectively capturing task-relevant subgraphs and leveraging
adaptive contrastive learning, it mitigates the dominance of major-
ity class features and balances feature representations, preserving
the features of minority classes even under severe imbalance.

4.7.3 Few-shot Evaluation. Specifically, For graph classification
tasks, given a training graph dataset G = {(𝐺𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}, we set the
number of training graphs per class as 𝛾 ∈ {5, 10, 15, 20, 25}. For
graph regression tasks, we partition the range [𝑦min, 𝑦max] into
five equal buckets to create discrete groups and sample 𝛾 train-
ing instances for each bucket. As shown in Figure 5, GCN and

GMT struggle in few-shot settings due to their reliance on global
graph aggregation, which oversmooths features and fails to pre-
serve task-relevant substructures. Similarly, AK+, I2GNN, MO, and
HGP, while incorporating subgraph-level information, lack mech-
anisms to prioritize task-relevant features or adapt to low-data
conditions, leading to suboptimal performance. In contrast, our
model demonstrates superior performance across all tasks by ex-
plicitly capturing task-relevant subgraphs and leveraging adaptive
contrastive learning, achieving robust generalization even with
very limited training data.

5 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we systematically revisit existing GNNs for graph-
level tasks, categorizing them into five types: node-based, hierar-
chical pooling-based, subgraph-based, graph learning-based, and
self-supervised learning-based approaches. To address limitations
in current evaluation practices, we proposed a unified evaluation
framework that ensures comprehensive and fair comparisons by
incorporating diverse datasets, multiple tasks, and challenging sce-
narios such as noisy, imbalanced, and few-shot graphs. Furthermore,
we propose a novel GNN model that enhances expressivity through
a 𝑘-path rooted subgraph approach and improves generalization via
adaptive graph contrastive learning. Extensive experiments demon-
strated the superior performance of our model across a wide range
of graph-level tasks and twenty-seven datasets.
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