
Front. Comput. Sci., 2024, 0(0): 1–23
https://doi.org/10.1007/sxxxxx-yyy-zzzz-1

REVIEW ARTICLE

Learning from Graphs with Heterophily: Recent
Advances and Future Directions

Chenghua Gong1, Yao Cheng1, Jianxiang Yu1, Xiang Li(B)1, Caihua Shan2,
Siqiang Luo3

1 School of Data Science and Engineering, East China Normal University, Shanghai, China
2 Microsoft Research Asia, Shanghai, China

3 School of Computer Science and Engineering, Nanyang Technological University, Singapore

© Higher Education Press 2024

Abstract Graphs are structured data that models
complex relations between real-world entities. het-
erophilic graphs, where linked nodes are prone to
be with different labels or dissimilar features, have
recently attracted significant attention and found
many real-world applications. Meanwhile, increas-
ing efforts have been made to advance learning from
heterophilic graphs. Although there exist surveys
on the relevant topic, they focus on the graph neu-
ral networks specifically designed to address het-
erophily, which are only sub-topics of learning from
graphs with heterophily. In this survey, we compre-
hensively review existing works on learning from
graphs with heterophily. First, we overview more
than 200 publications and introduce the develop-
ment of this field. Then, we review the metrics of
graph heterophily and recent benchmark datasets.
Further, we systematically categorize existing meth-
ods based on a hierarchical taxonomy including
learning strategies, model architectures and prac-

tical applications. Finally, we discuss the primary
challenges of existing studies and highlight promis-
ing avenues for future research.

Keywords Graph Heterophily, Graph Neural Net-
works, Representation Learning

1 Introduction

Graph-structured data is ubiquitous in the real world,
which models the entities as nodes and the com-
plex relationships between entities as edges. Some
graphs exhibit homophily, where linked nodes tend
to have the same label or similar features, such as
citation networks, friendship networks and political
networks. As shown in Figure 1(a), the citation re-
lationships between papers show typical homophily,
because papers are more likely to cite other papers
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within the same research field. In other cases, there
also exist many graphs with heterophily, where the
nodes with different labels or dissimilar features are
more likely to be connected.

GNN

CV

NLP

(a) A citation network. (b) A social network with bots.

(c) A brain network with community structure.

Fig. 1 Toy examples on homophilous and heterophilic graph
in real-world applications.

Heterophily in real-world applications. Graphs
with heterophily have found various practical ap-
plications, which verifies the significance of the re-
search topic. For example, automated accounts (i.e,
social bots) [1,2] have been widely employed to cre-
ate and disseminate fake news [3, 4], leading to neg-
ative impact on social networks. In Figure 1(b), we
present a social network with bots, where automated
bots tend to establish connections with users instead
of other bots. Due to the significant difference in
characteristics and behaviors between bots and nor-
mal users, this network exhibits typical heterophily.
Moreover, we can view the human brain as a com-
plex network in Figure 1(c), with different regions
of the brain regarded as nodes and the connections
between these regions seen as edges. Considering
that each region supports different physiological

and psychological functions for human, they exhibit
distinct structures and features [5]. Therefore, the
brain is far from being homophilous but rather het-
erophilic. Moving to urban computing [6], the city
is usually modeled as an urban graph where nodes
are urban objects such functional regions and edges
are physical or social dependencies such as human
mobility, traffic flow, and geographical data. Taking
the urban graph constructed with human mobility
as an example, graph heterophily usually exists in
an urban graph [7] as end nodes of an edge could be
of different functionalities, such as residential area
and workplace, respectively. In summary, the het-
erophily inherent in graphs is prevalent across vari-
ous real-world application scenarios and is closely
related to our daily lives.

Problems when facing heterophily. Recently, many
advanced Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) [8–10]
have be proposed and achieved great success. Tra-
ditional GNNs implicitly assume that graphs are
homophlious and follow the message passing mech-
anism, where each node aggregates uniform mes-
sages from neighbors to update the representation.
However, this paradigm performs poorly when fac-
ing heterophily, and we attribute this degradation
to nodes incorrectly aggregating the information
from neighbors. More precisely, message passing
mechanism fails to effectively discriminate local
uninformative nodes and explore global informa-
tive nodes on graphs with heterophily.

For the former, simply aggregating neighborhood
information without discrimination can easily intro-
duce noise, resulting in distinguishable node repre-
sentations. Although the attention mechanism [11]
can be used to learn the weights for aggregation, rep-
resentative attention-based methods such as GAT [10]
ignore the fact that the weights can be negative on
graphs with heterophily.
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For the latter, message passing mechanism is nat-
urally constrained by the local topology and fails
to reach distant but informative nodes globally. A
possible solution is to capture higher-order node in-
formation by stacking multiple GNN layers, but this
inevitably leads to the over-smoothing problem [12].
To deeply dive into the heterophily on graphs, var-
ious learning paradigms and model architectures
have emerged recently.

Difference from existing surveys. Due to increas-
ing popularity, we have recently witnessed some
relevant surveys on this topic [13, 14]. One recent
survey [13] proposes a taxonomy of heterophilic
GNN models and focuses on their distinct character-
istics compared with homophilous GNNs. Through
empirical analysis, another recent survey [14] sum-
marizes the progress for addressing heterophily in
GNNs and explores the factors determining the per-
formance of heterophilic GNNs. Different from
existing surveys, we are not confined to heterophilic
GNNs, which is sub-topic of heterophilic graph
learning. We summarize existing works at a fine-
grained level and divide them into supervised and
unsupervised methods based on learning paradigms.
Moreover, we review extensive learning forms such
as robust learning, large-scale graph learning, and
prompt learning, which are important parts of this
topic. In addition to message passing frameworks
discussed earlier [13, 14], we closely follow the
research frontier and review advanced frameworks
currently applied to heterophilic graphs. Finally, We
focus on the real-world applications of heterophilic
graphs to provide thoery support for solving com-
plex real-world problems. Our contributions can be
summarized as follows:

Comprehensive review. To our best knowledge,
we are the first to provide a comprehensive review
of learning from graphs with heterophily more than

GNNs designed for heterophilic graphs.
Systematic taxonomy. We introduce a systematic
taxonomy that categorize existing works from three
perspectives: learning paradigms, model architec-
tures and practical applications.
Future directions. In addition to thorough analysis
of existing methods, we also present insightful fu-
ture directions covering various aspects for leanring
from graphs with heterophily.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Notations

Let G = (V,E) denote a graph with a set of nodes
V = {v1, v2, ..., vN} and a set of edges E, where
N = |V| is the number of nodes. The adjacency
matrix of G is denoted as A = [ai j] ∈ {0, 1}N×N to
represent the topology of graph G, where ai j = 1 if
and only if there exists an edge ei j = (vi, v j) between
nodes vi and v j. The degree matrix D is a diagonal
matrix with each diagonal element di =

∑N
i=1 ai j

being the degree of node vi. The neighboring set
of node v is denoted as N(v) = {v j : (vi, v j) ∈ E}.
X ∈ RN×F and H ∈ RN×F′ respectively denote the
collection of node features and representation of the
i-th row, i.e., xi ∈ R

F and hi ∈ R
F′ . The ground-

truth label matrix for each node is represented by
Y ∈ RN×C, where C is the total number of distinct
labels and the i-th row is one-hot label encoding of
vi, denoted as yi. For nodes vi, v j ∈ V, if yi = y j,
then they are viewed as intra-class nodes; if yi , y j,
then they are viewed as inter-class nodes. Equally,
an edge ei j ∈ E is viewed as an intra-class edge if
yi = y j, and an inter-class edge if yi , y j.

2.2 Backbone Architectures

Various GNNs have been proposed and widely used
in graph representation learning. The key compo-
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nent used for feature extraction in graph learning
models is commonly referred to as “backbone”. It
can be broadly categorized into two major archi-
tectures: Message Passing Framework and Graph
Transformer.
Message Passing Framework. Message passing
framework [15] stands for a broad category of GNN
architectures following the message passing mecha-
nism, where each node aggregates the information
from its neighboring nodes and then combining the
aggregated message with ego representation. The
process can be formulated as:

h(l)
i = COM

(
h(l−1)

i , AGG{h(l−1)
j : v j ∈ N(v)}

)
, (1)

where 0 ≤ l ≤ L and L is the number of GNN
layers, h(0)

i = xi denotes the feature vector of vi

and h(l)
i (1 ≤ l ≤ L) denotes the node representation

of vi at the l-th layer. The choice of aggregation
function AGG(·) is flexible (e.g, mean, sum, max
pooling), and the combination function COM(·) in
each layer can also be customized. While message
passing-based GNNs have achieved significant ad-
vancements, they still encounter challenges such as
over-smoothing [12], over-squashing [16], and diffi-
culties in capturing long-range dependencies [17],
especially lack of sensitivity to heterophily.
Graph Transformer. Recently, Transformer archi-
tecture [11] has rapidly advanced and revolutionized
the field of natural language processing [18,19] and
computer vision [20, 21]. Inspired by that, Graph
Transformers [22, 23] has emerged as a prominent
approach in graph representation learning. The
main difference between graph transformer and mes-
sage passing framework lies in how they handle the
underlying graph structure. Message passing frame-
work is naturally constrained by the local topol-
ogy and only propagates messages between explic-
itly connected nodes. Conversely, Graph Trans-

formers treat the entire graph as a fully connected
graph and compute the attention coefficients be-
tween all pairs of nodes in the graph. Thanks to
fully-connected self-attention mechanism, Graph
Transformers can achieve promising performance
on both homophilous and heterophilic graphs. How-
ever, high computational costs and neglect of the
graph structure are issues that need to be taken into
consideration for Graph Transformers. Moreover, a
recent study find that the globalizing menchanism
does not always benefit Graph Transformers, result-
ing in over-globalizing problem [24].

2.3 Spectrum and Graph Filters

The graph laplacian matrix is defined as L = D − A
and the normalized version as L̃ = I − D− 1

2 AD− 1
2 ,

where I is the identity matrix. L can be expressed
as L = UΛUT through eigen-decomposition, where
graph spectrum Λ = diag{λ1, λ2, ..., λN} is the diag-
onal matrix of eigenvalues 0 = λ1 ≤ λ2, ..., λn ≤ 2,
and U is the matrix consisting of eigen-vectors. The
eigen-values represent frequency information in the
spectrum, and large eigen-values represent high fre-
quencies and small eigen-values represent low fre-
quencies. The convolution operation of spectral
GNNs can be expressed as:

g ∗ x = Ug(Λ)UT =

n∑
i=0

g(λi)uiuT
i x (2)

where g(Λ) = diag{g(λ1), ..., g(λn)} and g : [0, 2]→
R is the spectral filter to re-weight different frequen-
cies. Low-pass filter tends to preserve more low-
frequency information, while high-pass filter tends
to retain more high-frequency information. Most
GNNs act as low-pass filters to smooth the signals,
such as FLP = I + D− 1

2 AD− 1
2 = I − L. However,

high-frequency information on heterophilic graphs
is more important and we should consider high-pass
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filters, such as FHP = I − D− 1
2 AD− 1

2 = I + L. For
more information about research on spectral GNNs,
please refer to [25].

2.4 Learning Paradigms

The learning paradigms of graph include three main
categories: supervised learning, unsupervised learn-
ing, and the recently proposed prompt learning.

Supervised learning. Under the supervised setting,
model learns the mapping relationship between in-
put and output labels through the training dataset.
Semi-supervised learning is a popular paradigm in
graph learning [26]. It fully utilizes both labeled
and unlabeled data, and significantly improve the
performance when labeled data is scarce. Here, we
categorize semi-supervised learning into supervised
learning for conciseness.

Unsupervised learning. Unsupervised learning [27]
is a broader machine learning approach where the
model learns the latent patterns from unlabeled data.
Self-supervised learning is an important subfield
of unsupervised learning, which aims to generate
supervised signals using the input data itself. Gen-
erally, after obtaining representations through self-
supervised learning, models are fine-tuned to adapt
to various downstream tasks.

Prompt learning. Prompt learning is an emerging
technique primarily applied to the fine-tuning and
optimization of NLP pre-trained models [28]. The
core idea is to bridge the gap between pre-training
and downstream tasks through a unified task tem-
plate, thereby fully leveraging the pre-trained model.
Compared to unsupervised learning, prompt learn-
ing typically has fewer parameters, faster training,
and better performance. It has already been widely
applied in the fields of graph [29], computer vision
and multiple modalities [30].

3 Overview

In this section, we will preview this research area
from two aspects: the literature and the development
of the research.

3.1 Literature Overview

In this survey, we collect over 200 papers related
to the topic and pay special attention to that pub-
lished in top conferences or journals including but
not limited to ICML, ICLR, NeurIPS, KDD, WWW,
TPAMI, etc. To catch up with the frontiers, some
latest works on OpenReview and ArXiv are also
included. We present part of the most representative
works in this survey, and if you would like to access
more comprehensive materials, you can visit our
GitHub repository1). Figure 2 summarizes the statis-
tics of the collected papers. From Figure 2(a), we
can see that the number of papers released about het-
erophilic graph learning has significantly increased
in recent three years, indicating the enormous po-
tential of this direction. Meanwhile, the distribution
of collected papers published in the major venues
is given in Figure 2(c). Further, we analyze the ab-
stract content of the collected papers and present
the top-5 keywords that appear in the titles in Fig-
ure 2(b). Notably, these keywords are closely re-
lated to our focus, which center around heterophilic
graph learning.

3.2 Development History

As early in 2019, MixHop [31] firstly proposed to
capture more complex patterns beyond homophily
on graph and conducted synthetic experiments to
analyze the impact of heterophily on GNNs, which
paves the way for heterophilic graph learning. In

1)https://github.com/gongchenghua/Papers-Graphs-with-
Heterophily
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OpenReview 8%

TPAMI 1%

ArXiv 47%

WSDM 1%
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CIKM 2%
ICML 7% ICLR 7%

AAAI 6%
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KDD 3%
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TKDE 1%

(c) The distribution of papers.

Fig. 2 The statistics of collected papers.

the early stage, many representative studies [32–
35] decoupled the architectures of GNNs and uti-
lize high-pass filters, thereby enhancing the per-
formance on heterophilic graphs. It is worth not-
ing that all the works above focused on the (semi-
)supervised scenarios. Recently, self-supervised
learning has caught much attention and many stud-
ies have attempted to uncover the intrinsic patterns
of graphs with heteophily in a unsupervised man-
ner such as contrastive learning [36–39], and gen-
erative learning [40–42]. Currently, due to the
emergence of powerful architectures like Trans-
former [11], many advanced frameworks [43–45]
on graphs are no longer confined to the traditional
message passing scheme. Meanwhile, following
the wave of prompt learning in LLMs, there have
also been some efforts [46, 47] to study the topic
on heterophilic graphs. Unlike “pre-training, fine-
tuning”, the “pre-training, prompt-tuning” paradigm
aligns the objectives of pre-training and downstream
tasks, achieving great performance with only few la-
beled data while avoiding fine-tuning the whole pre-
trained model parameters. Parallelly, learning from
graph with heterophily has witnessed a transfor-
mative revolution towards foundation models [48].
The emergence and homogenization capabilities of

foundation models [49, 50] have piqued the interest
of graph learning researchers, sparking discussions
about developing the next graph learning paradigm
that is pre-trained on broad graph data and can be
adapted to a wide range of downstream graph tasks.
We hope that we can witness the graph domain truly
realizing general artificial intelligence.

4 Heterophilic Graph Data

The success of learning from graphs with heterophily
depends on high-quality data. In this section, we
discuss the metrics of graph heterophily and recent
benchmark datasets.

4.1 Measuring Heterophily

The graph heterophily refers to the phenomenon that
connected nodes tend to share different features or
labels. Understanding this concept and establishing
relevant metrics is crucial for further learning. Cur-
rently, the proposed metrics are mostly defined as
the consistency of node labels. Here, we introduce
several of the most representative metrics.

For example, node homophily [51] and edge ho-
mophily [52] are two commonly used metrics. Specif-
ically, the node homophily Hnode is defined as the
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average proportion of edge-label consistency of all
the nodes. Formally, we have:

Hnode =
1
|V|

∑
v∈V

|{u ∈ N(v) : yv = yu}|

|N(v)|
, (3)

whereV is the node set andN(v) is the neighbor set
of node v. yv, yu denote the labels of nodes v and u,
respectively. It is worthing thatHnode solely reflects
the heterophily within 1-hop neighbors. Recent
research [39] extend this definitaion to the k-hop
neighbors to measure high-order homophily:

Hhigh−order =
|{u ∈ N (k)(v) : yv = yu}|

|N (k)(v)|
, (4)

where N (k)(v) = {u : 1 ≤ S hortestPath(u, v) ≤ k}
represents the k-hop neighbors of v. Similar to node
homophily, the edge homophily Hedge is defined
as the fraction of edges connecting nodes with the
same label:

Hedge =
|{(v, u) ∈ E : yv = yu}|

|E|
, (5)

where E is the edge set. Both node and edge ho-
mophily range from [0, 1], and high homophily in-
dicates low heterophily, and vice versa.

While widely used, these two simple metrics are
highly sensitive to the number of classes, leading to
limited utility [53]. For example, if most of nodes
were of one class, then most edges would likely
be within that same class, so the edge homophily
would be high. To mitigate the misleading issue
when dealing with class imbalance, another metric
referred to as class homophily [53] is proposed:

Hclass =
1

C − 1

C−1∑
k=0

[
Hk −

|Ck|

|V|

]
+

, (6)

where [x]+ = max{x, 0}, C is the number of classes,
Ck is the set of nodes in class k, andHk is the class-
wise homophily metric:

Hk =

∑
v:yv=c |{u ∈ N(v) : yv = yu}|∑

v:yv=c |N(v)|
. (7)

Although Hclass can further measure presence of
heterophily, there are still some issues with class ho-
mophily [54]. For example, the class homophily
does not consider the variation of node degrees
when correcting the fraction of intra-class edges
by its expected value. Combined with a traditional
graph measure, referred to as assortativity coeffici-
nent [55], a more advanced measure adjusted ho-
mophily [54] is proposed and formulated as:

Had j =
Hedge −

∑C
k=1D

2
k/(2|E|)

2

1 −
∑C

k=1D
2
k/(2|E|)

2
, (8)

whereDk is the sum of degrees of all the nodes with
label k. Adjusted homophily Had j is shown to be
comparable across different datasets with varying
numbers of classes and class size balance [56].

Apart from measuring heterophily based on la-
bels, some researches [57] are exploring how to
measure heterophily without labels. Meanwhile,
there are also studies [58, 59] attempting to disen-
tangle the heterophily from label, structural, and
feature aspect. However, recent studies [54, 60–62]
find that the conventional heterophily metrics are
insufficient to measure the performance of GNNs.
Here we provide a brief introduction, please refer
to [58] for more in-depth research on heterophily
metrics.

4.2 Benchmark Datasets

To boost learning from graphs with heterophily,
there is an urgent need for more high-quality bench-
mark datasets. We categorize the current datasets
into three types: naive datasets, large-scale datasets
and reliable datasets, and list their statistics and
related heterophily measurement in Table 1.
Naive datasets. Most current work of the het-
erophilic graph learning use 6 datasets for evalu-
ation from previous studies [51], which we refer
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Table 1 Statistics of current heterophilic graph benchmarks.

Dataset # Nodes # Edges # Features # Classes Hnode Hedge # Data Sources

Cornell 183 295 1,703 5 0.11 0.30 WebKB Webpage
Texas 183 309 1,703 5 0.06 0.11 WebKB Webpage

Wisconsin 251 499 1,703 5 0.16 0.21 WebKB Webpage
Chameleon 2,277 36,101 2,325 5 0.25 0.23 Wikipedia Webpage

Squirrel 5,201 217,073 2,089 5 0.22 0.22 Wikipedia Webpage
Actor 7,600 33,544 931 5 0.24 0.22 Actor Collaboration

Deezer-Europe 28,281 92,752 31,241 2 0.53 0.53 Social Networks
Penn94 41,554 1,362,229 5 2 - 0.47 Social Networks
Genius 421,961 922,868 12 2 0.51 0.59 Social Networks

Twitch-Gamers 168,114 6,797,557 7 2 0.56 0.55 Social Networks
Pokec 1,632,803 30,622,564 65 2 - 0.45 Social Networks

ArXiv-Year 169,343 1,166,243 128 5 0.29 0.22 Citation
Snap-Patents 2,923,922 139,725,47 269 5 0.21 0.22 Citation

Wiki 1,770,981 242,605,360 600 5 0.28 0.38 Wikipedia Webpage

Roman-Empire 22,662 32,927 300 18 0.05 0.05 Wikipedia Webpage
Amazon-Ratings 24,492 93,050 300 5 0.38 0.38 Co-Purchasing

Minesweeper 10,000 39,402 7 2 0.68 0.68 Game
Tolokers 11,758 519,000 10 2 0.63 0.59 Social Networks

Questions 48,921 153,540 301 2 0.90 0.84 Social Networks

to as naive datasets. While heterophilic graphs are
prevalent in real scenarios, the number of bench-
mark datasets is much less than homophilic graphs.

Large-scale datasets. Given that naive datasets are
small-scale and limited in their domains, a series
of large-scale benchmark datasets from diverse do-
mains are collected and released [53,63]. Therefore,
we classify these benchmark datasets as large-scale
datasets.

Reliable datasets. Recent work [56] has noticed
that part of naive datasets suffer from the data leak-
age issues, which has misled many researchs. To
better evaluate heterophilic graph learning methods,
they have proposed more reliable datasets.

We call for more public benchmarks for graphs
with heterophily to further propel the research in
this field.

5 Learning Paradigm

5.1 Supervised Learning

Leveraging Adaptive Filters. Most traditional
GNNs utilize non-negative weights during the mes-
sage aggregation, which act as the low-pass filters
and restrict the expressive power for graphs with
heterophily. Therefore, many studies design adap-
tive filters to capture the high-frequency signals and
solve the aggregation constraint mentioned above.
For example, GPR-GNN [32] sets the weights as
parameters that allow signed values to learn the
optimal polynomial filter. Sharing the same idea,
DMP [33] and FAGCN [35] allow the learnable
weights to be negative to capture high-frequency
signals. Moreover, ACM-GNN [64] employs multi-
ple filters and perform adaptive fusion among them
to address heterophily.
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Utilizing Local Neighbors. In heterophilic graphs,
the adjacent neighbors of a node tend to be with
different labels, which motivates us to amplify the
node’s receptive field to employ more informative
neighbors. The early model MixHop [31] first pro-
poses to extract more information from multi-hop
neighborhoods. After that, H2GCN [52] separates
the ego- and neighborhood embeddings for nodes,
and verifies that within a two-hop range, there are of-
ten more nodes with the same label for the ego node.
Further, U-GCN [65] imposes more restrictions on
the 2-hop neighbor set and further emphasizes the
importance of 2-hop neighbors. These methods can
only focus on the information within a few hops,
but overlook the potential to capture the long-range
or global information on graphs.

Exploring Non-Local Homophily. Another pos-
sible solution to mitigate heterophily is to go be-
yond local homophily and discover additional con-
nections from a global perspective. Specifically,
Geom-GCN [51] proposes a novel geometric aggre-
gation scheme which aggregates immediate neigh-
borhoods and distant nodes that have connections
with the target node in a continuous space. NL-
GCN [66] adopt attention-guided sorting to effi-
ciently explore the global homophily and achieve
non-local aggregation. Both HOG-GNN [67] and
BM-GCN [68] reconstruct the topology based on a
homophily degree matrix to guide non-local aggre-
gation. Moreover, WRGNN [69] transforms the raw
input to a multi-relational graph to conduct global
aggregation, while GloGNN [70] efficiently gener-
ates a node’s embedding from global nodes in the
graph. Although these methods can achieve excel-
lent results, the unavoidable trade-off is the high
computational cost and overhead.

Modeling Message Passing Process. Apart from
exploring global homophily, advanced message pass-

ing modeling can provide enhanced expressive power
and help address the heterophily issues. For one
hand, GREAD [71] creatively uses the heat diffu-
sion to model the message passing and introduces
a series of diffusion-based GNNs, effectively alle-
viating the oversmoothing and performing well on
various homophily rates. Similarily, ACMP [72]
models the message passing based on the Allen-
Cahn diffusion system [73] with repulsive force
to solve heterophily, and CDE [74] takes into ac-
count both the diffusion of information due to ho-
mophily and the “convection” of information due
to heterophily. Further, a general diffusion equation
framework are proposed in [75], which formally
establishes the relationship between the diffusion
process with more GNNs. For another hand, Or-
deredGNN [76] utilize tree decomposition to model
message passing process in an ordered form and
aligns the hierarchy of the rooted-tree of a central
node with the ordered neurons in its representation.
Even though these methods possess strong expres-
sive power, the complex message passing process
could be less efficient.

Rewiring Graph Topology. Since mainstream
GNNs stand out on homophilous graphs, another
feasible approach is to restructure the input graph
to be homophilous and leverage the prominent stan-
dard GNNs. For example, SDRF [77] introduces a
new edge-based combinatorial curvature metric and
shows that negatively curved edges are responsible
for the over-squashing issue. Removing edges with
high negative curvature for graph rewiring can ad-
dress the bottleneck and solve heterophily. Further,
a new density-aware homophilous metric which is
robust to label imbalance is proposed in [78]. Based
on the metric, the weights of pseudo-eigen vec-
tors are learned for the adaptive spectral clustering
and the adjacency matrix is reconstructed for graph
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rewiring to maximize homophilous scores. Addi-
tionally, GOAL [79] performs graph discrimination
to complement the input graph and then designs a
proper graph convolution for complemented graphs
to handle heterophily. These methods rewire graphs
based on the assumption that the raw graph topology
is unreliable.

5.2 Self-supervised Learning

Contrastive Learning. By leveraging contrastive
loss functions, the core idea of graph contrastive
learning is to maximize the similarity between pos-
tive pairs while minimizing that between negative
pairs. Considering the heterophily on graphs, some
methods design specialized views to sample pos-
itive and negative pairs for contrast. For exam-
ple, GREET [36] employs an edge discriminator
to distinguish heterophilic and homophilous edges,
and then constructs dual views for contrast through
low-pass and high-pass graph filters. To jointly
learn edge distinction and node representations, it
introduces an alternating training strategy for itera-
tively optimization. Simliarly, NeCo [38] integrates
the graph contrastive learning with homophily dis-
crimination and extends positive samplings to node
neighbors without extra views and data augmenta-
tion. With edge discrimination, NeCo learns and
updates the intra-class neighbor sets for contrast
and improve the homophily rate of the structure.
Apart from edge discrimination, another approach
is to extract more information based on the charac-
teristics of graph. MUSE [37] builds the semantic
and contextual views to capture the information
of the ego node and its neighborhood for contrast,
and then fuses the representation of multi-views
via a fusion controller. Emphasizing the semantic
information of nodes significantly enhances perfor-
mance on heterophilic graphs. GASSER [80] gener-

ate augmentation views through selective spectrum
perturbation that are adaptive, controllable, and in-
variant to the key information. GraphACL [39]
presents an asymmetric contrastive framework in-
stead of traditional symmetric dual-branch struc-
ture and proves that this simple design can capture
both local neighborhood context of one hop and a
monophily similarity of multiple hops to address
heterophily. Based on GraphACL, a more efficient
version named GraphECL [81] are proposed for
fast inference on graphs. Besides, PolyGCL [82],
S3GCL [83] and HLCL [84] are all committed to
using advanced filters to improve the performance
of graph contrastive learning.

Generative Learning. The objective of graph gen-
erative learning is to obtain high-quality representa-
tions through reconstructing the input graph. Most
existing methods are designed to reconstruct the di-
rect links, so the models trained in this way are gen-
erally optimized towards proximity-oriented graph
mining tasks, and will fall short when the graph
exhibits heterophily. So many effective generative
learning methods for graphs with heterophily have
been proposed. For example, NWR-GAE [41] en-
codes the neighborhood information of each node
into an embedding vector, and then reconstructs
the neighborhood information regarding both prox-
imity and structure via Neighborhood Wasserstein
Reconstruction (NWR). NWR-GAE jointly predicts
its node degree and neighbor feature distribution,
where the distribution prediction adopts an optimal-
transport loss based on the wasserstein distance.
DGCN [42] constructs a homophilous view and
a heterophilic view based on raw input and de-
sign a mixed filter to jointly explore low-frequency
and high-frequency components by reconstructing
them. To reduce the potential coupling between at-
tribute and structure, DGCN projects the smoothed
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attribute and raw structure into two subspaces.

5.3 Other Learning Strategies

We next summarize some other strategies related to
learning from graphs with heterophily. Although
existing methods are either (semi-)supervised or
unsupervised, we can still categorize them from
other perspectives.
Model Robustness Learning. To improve the model
reliability, some studies [85–88] focus on boosting
the model robustness against noisy data. For graphs
with heterophily, EvenNet [89] discards messages
from odd-order neighbors and shows that ignor-
ing odd-hop neighbors improves the robustness of
GNNs. Further, in [90], the authors show how the
relation between attacks and heterophily can inspire
more robust GNNs. They demonstrate that separat-
ing aggregators for ego- and neighbor-embeddings
can not only deals with the issue of graph het-
erophily, but improves the robustness of GNNs
against attacks. To handle label noise, LP4GLN
[91] iteratively reconstructs homophilous graphs,
performs label propagation to rectify label noise
and adds high-confidence corrected labels to the
clean label set.
Large-scale Graph Learning. To generalize mod-
els to large-scale graphs with heterophily, there ex-
ist works that focus on improving model efficiency.
The early model LINKX [63] separately embeds
the adjacency matrix and node feature matrix, and
then combines the generated embeddings with sim-
ple MLPs. After that, LD2 [92] generates embed-
dings from raw features and adjacency matrix in the
precomputation stage, and then applys multi-hop
discriminative propagation with simple neural net-
works to learn node representation. Theoretical and
empirical results shows that LD2 has a time com-
plexity linear to the number of nodes and memory

overhead independent of the graph scale. Moreover,
SIMGA [93] integrates SimRank [94] structural
similarity with GNN designs. The model can ef-
fectively capture distant structurally similar nodes
for heterophilic learning, while achieving high effi-
ciency by one-time global aggregation whose com-
plexity is only near-linear to the number of graph
nodes.
Graph Prompt Learning. Originated from the
NLP domian, the “pre-training, prompt-tuning” para-
diam [28] reformulates downstream tasks into the
same template of pretexts and designs prompts for
downstream adaptation. Graph prompt learning [29]
fully unleashes the potential of pre-trained models
where adjusting only a few parameters can achieve
great results with limited labels. However, exist-
ing studies for prompt learning on graphs with het-
erophily are still limited. The representative model
Self-Pro [46] aligns the objectives of pre-training
and downstream tasks through contrastive learning
and introduces a unified framework to accommodate
both homophilic and heterophilic graphs. In paral-
lel, SAP [47] employs a dual-view contrastive learn-
ing to align the latent semantic spaces of node at-
tributes and graph structure, and incorporates struc-
tural information in prompted graphs to facilitate
prompt tuning.

5.4 Discussion

Although (semi-)supervised learning on heterophilic
graphs have exhibited remarkable capabilities, their
reliance on task-specific supervision imposes con-
straints when dealing with tasks that have limited la-
beled data. To address the limitations, self-supervised
learning leverages the inherent characteristics of
heterophilic graphs and demonstrates better adapt-
ability and generalization. However, there is still
no consensus for graphs with heterophily on how
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to generate reasonable and effective views as well
as how to select appropriate positive or negative
pairs for contrastive learning. Additionally, further
exploration is also needed on how to design effec-
tive generation objectives and pretexts for gener-
ative learning. With the continuous advancement
of graph learning, learning from graphs with het-
erophily have also given rise to more extensions,
indicating the need for models that are more robust,
efficient, and adaptable to the demands of real-world
large-scale graphs.

6 Model Architectures

6.1 Message Passing Based Methods

Message Passing Neural Networks (MPNNs) [95]
adopt the message passing strategy to perform neigh-
borhood aggregation, which is the most widely used
model architecture for graph representation learn-
ing in recent years. For heterophilic graph learning,
we can refine categorization for models that use or
belong to MPNNs.

Vanilla MPNNs. Many existing works [37, 39]
directly adopt the vanilla MPNNs to obtain node
representations due to their high expressive power.
Representative models such as MUSE [37] and
GraphACL [39] employ GCN [8] as the encoder
to obtain the representation for contrastive learning.
However, vanilla MPNNs still implicitly follow the
graph homophily assumption, we need to make im-
provements to adapt them to heterophilic graphs.

Component-enhanced MPNNs. There also ex-
ist many works attempting to integrate attention
mechanism or other components to enhance vanilla
MPNNs. We call them the component-enhanced
MPNNs. For instance, NLGNN [66] utilizes the
attention mechanism to enable MPNNs to perform

global aggregation. Moreover, GPNN [96] em-
ploys the LSTM modules in the network to en-
hance MPNNs. Different from directly using LSTM,
G2 [97] effectively embeds the LSTM modules within
the MPNN layers to build the multi-rate gradient
gating mechanism, which flexibly allows any ba-
sic MPNN layer as a wrapper to alleviate the over-
smoothing problem and further solve the heterophily.
Decoupled MPNNs. Another line of works [35,
70, 98] focus on decoupling the message passing
process of MPNNs. A standard decoupling strategy
is to first transform node features and then perform
propagation between deep layers. Therefore, decou-
pled MPNNs can go deeper to capture long-term
informative nodes from multi-round propagation to
address heterophily. For example, GPR-GNN [32]
first transforms the initial node features into low-
dimensional representations and then fuses the rep-
resentations in each layer with learnable weights.
GCNII [34] decouples the MPNNs and designs
deep propagation architectures with initial residual
connection and identity mapping. Further, AERO-
GNN [99] theoretically analyzes the graph attention
mechanism and attempts to integrate deep graph
attention with deep decoupled propagation.

6.2 Graph Transformer Based Methods

The Transformer architecture [11] has shown re-
markable success in the fields of NLP and CV due
to its powerful capabilities [100–102]. Graph Trans-
formers [22] can also achieve great performance ow-
ing to the fully-connected self-attention mechanism.
Different from MPNNs performing local aggrega-
tion, Graph Transformers learn node representa-
tions by aggregating information from global nodes,
which naturally deals with graph heterophily [70].
Existing Graph Transformer based methods primar-
ily focus on complexity optimization and the design
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of positional encodings on graphs. For example,
NodeFormer [103] utilizes the kernerlized Gumbel-
Softmax operator to obtain a linear time complexity
w.r.t. the number of nodes, while GOAT [43] uses
dimension reduction techniques to make each node
efficiently attend to all the nodes for local informa-
tion augmentation. Both of them can perform well
on heterophilic graphs due to global aggregation. In-
stead of focusing on the low-frequencey information
on graphs, SignGT [44] develops a signed attention
mechanism to capture the high-frequency informa-
tion and reduces the time complexity through non-
parametric propagation before the training stage.
Further, AGT [45] pays attention to the limitations
of positional encodings in existing Graph Trans-
formers. It designs learnable centrality encodings
and kernelized local structure encodings to enhance
adaptive Transformer with simplified gated atten-
tion unit. Free from the expensive positional en-
codings, Polynormer [104] is the first Graph Trans-
former designed from the polynomial-expressive
view. Polynormer adopts a linear local-to-global
attention scheme to learn high-degree equivariant
polynomials and surpasses state-of-the-art baselines
on multiple datasets even without any activation
function owing to the high polynomial expressiv-
ity. Sharing the same underlying principle, Poly-
Former [105] propose a scalable node-wise filter
to enhanced graph transformer with capture spec-
tral information, enhancing expressiveness while
maintaining efficiency.

6.3 Discussion

While message passing based methods have shown
their success, they confront the fundamental lim-
itation of local aggregation and expressive power.
Although the Graph Transformers possess strong
modeling capabilities, the high time complexity hin-

ders its wide applicability on large-scale graphs.
Moreover, due to the fact that graphs are not se-
quentially structured, it is difficult to design suitable
positional encodings for graphs. Overall, it remains
uncertain which architecture is the optimal solution
and whether more advanced model architectures
will emerge for heterophilic graph learning. There-
fore, further exploration on model architecture is
definitely worthwhile.

7 Learning for Applications

The graph heterophily is commonly present in real-
world applications. Although applying graph learn-
ing to heterophily-related applications poses greater
challenges, it holds significant importance. In this
section, we will delve into the hot applications and
provide detailed introductions.

7.1 Anomaly Detection

The rich relations between normal and abnormal ob-
jects can be naturally modeled as graphs, giving rise
to the problem of graph-based anomaly detection.
Similar to GNNs, graph anomaly detection also
suffers from the heterophily issue [106, 107]. Intu-
itively, anomalies are always submerged in amounts
of normal neighbors, and plain GNN-based methods
blindly smooth the representation of neighboring
nodes, thus undermining the discriminative mes-
sage of the anomalies. Therefore, the graph het-
erophily is a key factor to consider when designing
models and fraud detection is the most prominent
application of heterophily [108–114]. We further
categorize related works as follows:
Fraud Detection. Graph-based fraud detection [115],
widely used in financial, e-commerce, and insurance
industries, aims to detect users with suspicious be-
haviors in communication networks. Fraud nodes
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tend to interact with normal users and exhibit sig-
nificantly abnormal characteristics. For example,
H2-FDetector [116] proposes a separate information
aggregation strategy with heterophilic connection
discriminator and introduces a prototype prior to
guide the identification of fraudsters. DRAG [117]
proposes a dynamic attention-based fraud detec-
tion framework, performing relation-wise and layer-
wise attentive aggregations. By dynamically adapt-
ing the attention coefficients, DRAG can effectively
handle the heterophily of graphs in fraud detection.
GAGA [118] presents a Graph Transformer based
framework to handle the heterophily issue in fraud
detection. Specifically, GAGA combines the group
aggregation and the learnable encodings into the
Transformer encoder to form a professional fraud
detectors. PMP [118] points out that the key to fraud
detection lies in distinguishing inter-class neighbors
during the message passing process, as real-world
data often involves a mixture of homophily and het-
erophily. Therefore, they introduce partitioned mes-
sage passing (PMP), which customizes personalized
aggregation functions for each node to differentiate
intra-class neighbors from inter-class neighbors.

Bot Detection. Automated accounts, also known
as social bots, have been widely employed to dis-
seminate false information [119], manipulate elec-
tions [120], and deceive users, resulting in negative
social consequences. On social networks with bots,
the tendency of a bot to establish connections with
users leads to the heterophily on graphs. To address
the problem, BotSCL [1] introduces a heterophily-
aware contrastive learning framework using graph
augmentation and a channel-wise and attention-free
encoder for social bot detection. Further, HOFA [2]
combats the heterophilic disguise challenge in Twit-
ter bot detection with a homophily-oriented graph
augmentation module and a frequency adaptive at-

tention module to learn low-and high-pass filters,
respectively. MSGS [121] constructs an adaptive
graph filter that adjusts the frequency response of
the social bot detection model, which effectively
leverages both low-frequency and high-frequency
information. HOVER [122] removes the interclass
edges to reduce heterophily and enhance the node
embeddings. Furthermore, they use the node embed-
dings to oversample the minority bots and generate a
balanced class distribution. Similarly, BothH [123]
proposes a multi-modal social bot detection method
with a classifier to determine homophilic or het-
erophilic edges, and an adaptive message propaga-
tion strategy for the homophilic and heterophilic
connections.

7.2 Computer Vison

In computer vision, graphs are often used to model
the complex relationships between entities in an
image. Heterophily occurs when the entities in the
image have different visual features, such as color,
texture, etc.
Scene Generation. Scene graph generation (SGG)
aims to detect objects and predict their pairwise rela-
tionships within an image to model a planar spatial
network [124]. GPS-Net [125] takes the lead in
attempting to model objects in graphs for SGG and
proposes a graph property sensing network to ex-
plore the heterophily between objects. Inspired by
learning from heterophily, HL-Net [126] presents
a novel framework with an adaptive reweighting
Transformer and a relationship feature propagation
module to explore the heterophily between objects
in scene graphs. Incorporating a heterophily-aware
message-passing scheme, HL-Net can distinguish
the heterophily between objects in SGG. More-
over, KWGNN [127] proves that spectral energy
gradually concentrates towards the high-frequency
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part when heterophily on the scene graph increases.
So they leverages complementary multi-group Ku-
maraswamy wavelets to cover all frequency bands,
generating band-pass flters adaptively to accommo-
date different levels of smoothness on the graph.

7.3 Urban computing

Urban dynamics, such as traffic flow and human
mobility, can be modeled through networks. Urban
networks are often heterophilic, as regions with
different attributes or functions may have strong
interactions. For example, areas with different urban
functions within a city may have significant mutual
influences.
Urban Computation. Urban graphs have been
broadly applied in urban spatial computation where
nodes are urban objects like regions or points of
interest. They generally have a unique spatial het-
erophily property, since the dissimilarity of neigh-
bors at different spatial distances can exhibit great
diversity. Therefore, SHGNN [7] proposes a met-
ric, called Spatial Diversity Score, to quantitatively
measure the spatial heterophily of urban graphs,
and tackle the heterophily through rotation scaling
spatial aggregation and heterophily-sensitive spatial
interaction in a divide-and-conquer way.

7.4 Biochemical Networks

Graph deep learning has already achieved tremen-
dous breakthroughs in the field of biochemistry [128–
131], where modeling biochemical molecules as
graph structures and conducting further analysis has
become a paradigm. However, recent research has
found that heterophily remains a pressing problem
that needs to be addressed in this domain.
Molecular Generation. The concept of heterophily
can be leveraged to enhance graph generative mod-
els, especially for molecular generation tasks. HT-

Flows [132] propose a novel flow-based method
for molecule generation with conditional properties.
They point out that existing GNN-based methods
for molecular generation follow the homophily as-
sumption, which ignores the repulsions between
different atoms, leading to information loss and
over-smoothing. Therefore, they uses multiple in-
teractive flows to capture graph heterophily in the
molecular space and harnesses these dissimilarities
in generation.

Drug Discovery. Combination therapy [133], the
use of multiple drugs to improve clinical outcomes,
has shown advantages over monotherapy. To avoid
the expensive high-throughput testing in drug com-
bination, researchers have constructed drug-drug
networks to accelerate drug discovery. In [134], the
authors find that the single-drug targets in an effec-
tive drug pair tend to be close to the disease module
but cover different neighborhoods, so the drug-drug
networks exhibit the heterophily. Further, it is con-
firmed in [135] that heterophilic drug-drug networks
can treat complex diseases synergistically, which is
consistent with the non-overlapping pharmacologi-
cal principle in drug discovery. MGCN is proposed
to improve the performance of GCN in heterophilic
drug-drug networks by introducing two key fac-
tors: non-local homophily and decoupled architec-
tures. To address heterophily and learn more com-
prehensive representations of drug–disease pairs,
SLGCN [136] develop a structure-enhanced line
GCN framework, together with a gated update func-
tion to adaptively control the integration of ego bi-
ological representation and aggregated structural
features.

Gene Regulation. Gene regulatory relationships
can be abstracted as a gene regulatory network
(GRN). In GRNs, nodes stand for transcription fac-
tors and genes, and edges signify the regulatory con-
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nections between them. However, interactions be-
tween different transcription factors are commonly
observed, thus exhibiting heterophily. Recently, Q-
GAT [137] introduces a graph attention network
using quadratic neurons [138], which can amplify
useful signals under heterophily settings and sup-
press undesired noise. The model thereby facilitates
robust feature extraction in the task of reconstruct-
ing GRNs.
Brain Analysis. The analysis of brain neworks play
a role in the diagnosis and disease prediction of neu-
rodegenerative diseases [139, 140]. The brain can
be modeled as a graph, where the brain’s Regions
Of Interest (ROIs) correspond to nodes, and the
connectivity features represent the edges. Due to a
certain disease, the different regions of the brain net-
work will gradually deteriorate over time [141,142].
However, brain networks exhibit complex patterns
with both homophily and heterophily, where dis-
similar ROIs can physically attach. AGT [143] uti-
lizes node-wise filters to adaptively handle low and
high-frequency signals and captures sequential vari-
ations within progressive diagnostic groups with
a novel temporal regularization, thus tackling the
heterophily issue.

8 Challenges and Future Directions

After reviewing recent advance, there still remain
several challenges and promising directions in this
field for further exploration.

8.1 More Complex Graph Data.

Currently, most heterophilic graph learning work
focuses on static graphs. However, the complex rela-
tionships in the real world can be modeled through
more advanced graph structures, such as tempo-
ral graphs [144, 145] and hypergraphs [146]. For

example, Greto [147] explores novel homophily
measurements on dynamic graphs with both signs
and distances, capturing multiple node-level spa-
tial relations and temporal evolutions. Moreover,
heterophily has been proven to widely exist in hy-
pergraphs [148], and there have been some stud-
ies [149–151] attempting to address this issue. For
future research, there will be a call for new het-
erophily metrics, benchmark datasets and advanced
models architecture for learning from heterophilic
temporal graphs and hypergraphs.

8.2 Model Robustness and Explainability.

Model robustness [152,153] and explainability [154,
155]are two worthy topics in learning from het-
eropilious graphs. For the former, models are ex-
pected to perform consistently well against node
feature attacks, graph structure attacks and label
noise. Since adjacent nodes tend to have differ-
ent features and labels, graph heterophily prevents
each node from obtaining information from adja-
cent neighbors to defend attacks and rectify noise.
Heterophily also poses challenges on the study of
explainability. Different from homophilic graphs,
extracting an explainable sub-graph for a node in
heterophilic graphs needs to explore both proximal
and distant nodes. In homophilous graphs, we can
at least explain the predicted label for a node by
referring to its neighbors based on the homophily
assumption, while this loses effect in heterophilic
graphs. Further, there is no consensus yet on how
to obtain the ground-truth to evaluate explainers on
heterophilic graphs.

8.3 Comprehensive Metrics and Settings.

Heterophily metrics have been widely integrated
with various graph analytic tasks. Although some
metrics have been proposed, such as node and edge
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homophily [31, 51, 52], they can only partially char-
acterize graph heterophily and are sensitive to the
number of labels, which could adversely affect het-
erophilic graph learning. To tackle the issue, few
recent works [54,78] have put forward more compre-
hensive metrics, but they are still far from enough.
Therefore, one promising direction is to explore
more innovative metrics that can capture deeper
properties of heterophily and further promote learn-
ing from heterophilic graphs. Additionally, most
existing metrics capture graph heterophily based
on the premise that labels of all the nodes in the
graphs are given. However, this is infeasible in prac-
tical scenarios. How to estimate graph heterophily
with a small proportion of labeled nodes deserves
further exploration. It is worth noting that most
existing works focus on the task of node or graph
classification. More analytic tasks and learning set-
tings such as link prediction [156–158], weakly-
supervised learning [159, 160] and few-shot learn-
ing [46, 161, 162] are also desired for in-depth in-
vestigation.

8.4 Advanced Backbones and Tools.

The designs of backbone architecture are key fac-
tors to heterophilic graph learning. Regarding the
model backbone, we have clarified that MPNNs
have the fundamental limitation of local aggrega-
tion, while Transformers are time-expensive. This
necessitates to study more advanced backbone ar-
chitectures that can combine both the advantages
of MPNNs and Transformers. Further, LLMs have
recently attracted significant attention. Despite the
success, LLMs exhibit great potential handling graph-
structured data [163–165] as well as texts and im-
ages. Due to the graph heterophily, it is even harder
for LLMs to understand and generate heterophilic
graphs. Nevertheless, LLMs can still serve as pow-

erful external tools for heterophilic graph learn-
ing. Demystifying the utilization of LLMs in het-
erophilic graph learning could be a milestone work
for the whole area, which deserves emergent and
special attention.

9 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a comprehensive overview
of the benchmark datasets, learning paradigms, model
architectures, real-word applications and future di-
rections for learning from graph with heterophily.
Through a comprehensive introduction and in-depth
analysis of the recent advance, we hope to provide
inspiration and insights for this field, thereby pro-
moting the further development of learning from
graphs with heteropihiy.
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