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ABSTRACT

Graph Transformer (GT) has recently emerged as a promising neu-
ral network architecture for learning graph-structured data. How-
ever, its global attention mechanism with quadratic complexity
concerning the graph scale prevents wider application to large
graphs. While current methods attempt to enhance GT scalability
by altering model architecture or encoding hierarchical graph data,
our analysis reveals that these models still suffer from the compu-
tational bottleneck related to graph-scale operations. In this work,
we target the GT scalability issue and propose DHIL-GT, a scalable
Graph Transformer that simplifies network learning by fully decou-
pling the graph computation to a separate stage in advance. DHIL-
GT effectively retrieves hierarchical information by exploiting the
graph labeling technique, as we show that the graph label hierarchy
is more informative than plain adjacency by offering global con-
nections while promoting locality, and is particularly suitable for
handling complex graph patterns such as heterophily. We further
design subgraph sampling and positional encoding schemes for
precomputing model input on top of graph labels in an end-to-end
manner. The training stage thus favorably removes graph-related
computations, leading to ideal mini-batch capability and GPU uti-
lization. Notably, the precomputation and training processes of
DHIL-GT achieve complexities linear to the number of graph edges
and nodes, respectively. Extensive experiments demonstrate that
DHIL-GT is efficient in terms of computational boost and mini-
batch capability over existing scalable Graph Transformer designs
on large-scale benchmarks, while achieving top-tier effectiveness
on both homophilous and heterophilous graphs.

CCS CONCEPTS

• Computing methodologies→ Neural networks; • Mathe-

matics of computing→ Graph algorithms.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Graph Transformers characterize a family of neural networks that
introduce the powerful Transformer architecture [33] to the realm
of graph data learning. These models have garnered increasing
research interest due to their unique applications and competitive
performance [18, 39, 41, 46]. Despite their achievements, vanilla
GTs are highly limited to specific tasks because of the full-graph
attention mechanism, which has computational complexity at least
quadratic to the graph size, rendering it impractical for a single
∗Both authors contributed equally to this research.

graph with more than thousands of nodes. Enhancing the scalability
of GTs is thus a prominent task for enabling these models to handle
a wider range of graph data on large scales.

To scale up Graph Transformers, existing studies explore var-
ious strategies to retrieve and utilize graph data efficiently. One
representative approach is to simplify the model architecture with
a specialized attention module [30, 37, 38]. The graph topology is
conserved by the message-passing mechanism, which recognizes
edge connections without the need for quadratic computation on
all-pair node interactions. However, these modifications introduce
another computational bottleneck of iterative graph propagation,
which typically has an overhead linear to the edge size and re-
mains challenging for scalable model training. An alternative line
of works chooses to embed richer topological information as struc-
tured data through different graph processing techniques, such
as adjacency-based spatial propagation [7, 21], polynomial spec-
tral transformation [12, 27], and hierarchical graph coarsening
[42, 45]. Although these models offer a relatively scalable model
training scheme, the graph-related operation still persists during
their learning pipeline, leaving certain scalability and expressivity
issues unsolved as detailed in our complexity analysis.

In this work, we propose DHIL-GT, a scalable Graph Transformer
with Decoupled Hierarchy Labeling. By constructing a hierarchical
graph label set consisting of node pair connections and distances,
we showcase that all graph information necessary for GT learning
can be fully decoupled and produced by an end-to-end pipeline be-
fore training. The precomputation procedure can be finished within
a linear 𝑂 (𝑚) bound, while the iterative learning step is as simple
as training normal Transformers with 𝑂 (𝑛) complexity, where𝑚
and 𝑛 are the numbers of graph edges and nodes, respectively. The
two stages achieve theoretical complexities on par with respective
state-of-the-art GTs, as well as a substantial boost in practice thanks
to empirical acceleration strategies.

Our DHIL-GT is based on the 2-hop labeling technique, which
has been extensively studied with scalable algorithms for querying
the shortest path distance (SPD) between nodes [1, 2, 40]. By inves-
tigating its properties, we show that the graph labels construct a
hierarchical representation of the graph topology, favorably con-
taining both local and global graph connections. We design a novel
subgraph token generation process to utilize the labels as infor-
mative input for GT. The data hierarchy benefits GT expressivity
in modeling node-pair interactions beyond graph edges, which is
superior in capturing graph knowledge under both homophily and
heterophily compared to current locality-based GTs. In addition,
the built graph labels also offer a simple and fast approach to query
pair-wise distance as positional encoding. To this end, graph in-
formation is decently embedded into the precomputed data from
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Table 1: Time and memory complexity of different types of Graph Transformer models with respect to precomputation and

training stages. “FB”, “NS”, and “RS” refer to full-batch, neighborhood sampling, and random sampling strategies, respectively.

Training time complexity represent the forward-passing computational operations on respective node sets, while precomputa-

tion complexity indicates one-time processing such as positional encoding and token generation. RAM memory represents the

primary data used as input, and GPU memory is for variable graph or batch representations during learning. “Hetero” column

marks whether the model evaluates data under heterophily in the original literature.

Taxonomy Batch Model Precompute Time Train Time RAMMem. GPU Mem. Hetero

Vanilla FB
Graphormer [41] 𝑂 (𝑛3) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2𝐹 ) N

GRPE [29] 𝑂 (𝑛2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2𝐹 ) N

Kernel-based NS

GraphGPS [30] 𝑂 (𝑛3) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 + 𝑛2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 +𝑚) Y
NodeFormer [38] – 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 +𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 +𝑚) Y
DIFFormer [37] – 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 +𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 +𝑚) N
PolyNormer [12] – 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 +𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 +𝑚) Y

Hierarchical RS

NAGphormer [7] 𝑂 (𝐿𝑚𝐹0) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 2) N
PolyFormer [27] 𝑂 (𝐿𝑚𝐹0) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 2) Y
ANS-GT [42] 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠2 + 𝐿𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑛𝑠2𝐹+) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 + 𝑛𝑠2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 + 𝑛𝑏𝑠2) Y
GOAT [21] 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 +𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2

𝑏
+ 𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 +𝑚) Y

HSGT [45] 𝑂 (𝑛 + 𝐿𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑚𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 + 𝐿𝑚) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛2
𝑏
+ 𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 + 𝐿𝑚) N

DHIL-GT (ours) 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠3 +𝑚𝑠) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 2 + 𝐿𝑛𝑠2𝐹 ) 𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 + 𝑛𝑠2) 𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 + 𝑛𝑏𝑠2) Y

different perspectives, and all computations concerning graph labels
can be performed in a one-time manner with efficient implementa-
tion. The GT training stage only learns from the structured input
data, which enjoys ideal scalability, including a simple mini-batch
scheme and memory overhead free from the graph size.

We summarize the contributions of this work as follows:
• We propose DHIL-GT as a scalable Graph Transformer with
decoupled graph computation and simple model training indepen-
dent of graph operations. Both precomputation and learning stages
achieve complexities only linear to the graph scale.
• We introduce an end-to-end precomputation pipeline for DHIL-
GT based on graph labeling, efficiently embedding graph infor-
mation with informative hierarchy. Dedicated token generation,
positional encoding, and model architectures are designed for rep-
resenting hierarchical data at multiple levels.
• We conduct comprehensive experiments to evaluate the effec-
tiveness and efficiency of DHIL-GT against current Graph Trans-
formers across large-scale homophilous and heterophilous graphs.
DHIL-GT achieves top-tier accuracy and demonstrates competitive
scalability regarding time and memory overhead.

2 RELATEDWORKS

Vanilla Graph Transformers. Early GTs [14, 39, 41] are mainly
proposed for graph-level learning tasks, typically involving small-
scale graphs of less than a thousand nodes. Following the vanilla
design, a wide range of positional encoding schemes have been
invoked to the self-attention module to encode graph topology
information, including graph proximity [5, 41, 42], Laplacian eigen-
vectors [14, 18, 22], and shortest path distance [6, 29, 43].

As listed in Table 1, the critical scalability bottleneck of these
models lies in the straight-forward attention mechanism calculating
all node-pair interactions in the graph, resulting 𝑂 (𝑛2) complexity
of both training time and memory. If there is positional encoding,

additional preprocessing is also demanded with 𝑂 (𝑛2) or even
higher overhead. A naive solution is to randomly sample a subset of
nodes and adopt mini-batch learning. However, it largely overlooks
graph information and results in suboptimal performance.

Kernel-based Graph Transformers. Kernelization is the method
for modeling node-pair relations and replacing the vanilla self-
attention scheme. For instance, NodeFormer [38] employs a kernel
function based on random features, and GraphGPS [30] opts to
incorporate topological representation. More expressive kernels are
also developed, invoking depictions such as graph diffusion [37]
and node permutation [12].

Although kernelized GTs prevent the quadratic complexity, the
nature of the kernel indicates that graph data needs to be iteratively
accessed during learning, which is represented by the 𝑂 (𝐿𝑚𝐹 )
learning overhead in Table 1. When the graph scale is large, this
term becomes dominant since the edge size𝑚 is significantly larger
than the node size 𝑛. Hence, we argue that such a design is not
sufficiently scalable. Another under-explored issue is the expres-
siveness of the neighborhood sampling (NS) strategy for forming
node batches in kernel-based GTs. Similar to convolutional GNNs,
NS is known to be subject to performance loss on complex graph
signals due to its inductive bias on graph homophily [3, 44].

Hierarchical Graph Transformers. Recent advances reveal that
it is possible to remove the full-graph attention and exploit the
power of GTs to learn the latent node relations during learning.
This is achieved by providing sufficient hierarchical context as input
data with node-level identity. The key of this approach is crafting
an effective embedding scheme to comply with GT expressivity. To
realize this, NAGphormer [7], PolyFormer [27], and GOAT [21] look
into representative features using adjacency propagation, spectral
graph transformation, and feature space projection, respectively.
ANS-GT [42] builds graph hierarchy by adaptive graph sampling



DHIL-GT: Scalable Graph Transformer with Decoupled Hierarchy Labeling

concerning subgraphs of size 𝑠 , while HSGT [45] leverages graph
coarsening algorithms.

Hierarchical GTs are applicable to mini-batching with random
sampling (RS) as long as their graph embeddings are permutation
invariant. Furthermore, since graph processing is independent of
GT attention, it can be adequately improved with better algorithmic
scalability. In most scenarios, the graph can be processed in 𝑂 (𝑚)
complexity in precomputation as shown in Table 1. Nonetheless,
we note that hierarchical models, except for NAGphormer and
PolyFormer, still involve graph-level operations during training,
which hinders GPU utilization and causes additional overhead.

Scalable Convolutional GNNs. The scalability issue has also
been extensively examined for Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)
exploiting graph convolutions [19, 34]. Similar to hierarchical GTs,
decoupled models propose to separate the graph computation from
iterative convolution and employ dedicated acceleration, exhibiting
excellent scalability on some of the largest datasets with linear or
even sub-linear complexity [9, 20, 25, 36]. It is also demonstrated
that such strategy is capable of handling heterophily [23, 24, 35].
Graph simplification techniques including graph sampling [8, 10,
15, 47] and coarsening [4, 13, 17] approaches are also explored for
reducing the graph scale at different hierarchy levels. Although the
high-level idea of scaling up convolutional GNNs is helpful towards
scalable GTs, Transformer-based models are unique in respect to
their graph data utilization and architectural bottlenecks, and hence
require specific designs for addressing their scalability issues.

3 PRELIMINARIES

Graph Labeling. Consider a connected graph G = ⟨V, E⟩ with
𝑛 = |V| nodes and 𝑚 = |E | edges. The node attribute matrix is
𝑿 ∈ R𝑛×𝐹0 , where 𝐹0 is the dimension of input attributes. The
neighborhood of a node 𝑣 is N(𝑣) = {𝑢 | (𝑣,𝑢) ∈ E}, and its degree
𝑑 (𝑣) = |N (𝑣) |. P(𝑢, 𝑣) denotes a path from node 𝑢 to 𝑣 , and the
shortest distance 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) is achieved by the path with least nodes.

The graph labeling process assigns a label L(𝑣) to each node
𝑣 ∈ V , which is a set of pairs (𝑢, 𝛿) containing certain nodes 𝑢
and corresponding shortest distances 𝛿 = 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) between the node
pairs. The graph labels compose a 2-hop cover [11] of G if for an
arbitrary node pair 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ V , there exists 𝑤 ∈ L(𝑢),𝑤 ∈ L(𝑣)
and 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤) + 𝑏 (𝑤, 𝑣). Given an order of all nodes in V ,
we denote each node by a unique index 1, · · · , 𝑛 and use 𝑢 < 𝑣 to
indicate that node 𝑢 precedes node 𝑣 in the sequence.

Transformer Architecture. A Transformer layer [33] projects
the input representation matrix 𝑯 ∈ R𝑛×𝐹 into three subspaces:

𝑸 = 𝑯𝑾𝑄 , 𝑲 = 𝑯𝑾𝐾 , 𝑽 = 𝑯𝑾𝑉 , (1)

where𝑾𝑄 ∈ R𝐹×𝑑𝐾 ,𝑾𝐾 ∈ R𝐹×𝑑𝐾 ,𝑾𝑉 ∈ R𝐹×𝑑𝑉 are the projection
matrices. For a multi-head self-attention module with 𝑁𝐻 heads,
each attention head possesses its own representations 𝑸𝑖 ,𝑲𝑖 , 𝑽𝑖 , 𝑖 =
1, · · · , 𝑁𝐻 , and the output 𝑯̃ across all heads is calculated as:

𝑯̃𝑖 = softmax

(
𝑸𝑖𝑲⊤𝑖√︁
𝑑𝐾

)
𝑽𝑖 , 𝑯̃ = (𝑯̃1∥ · · · ∥𝑯̃𝑁𝐻 )𝑾𝑂 , (2)

where ·∥· denotes the matrix concatenation operation. In this pa-
per, we set the projection dimension 𝑑𝐾 = 𝑑𝑉 = 𝐹/𝑁𝐻 . It can be

(a) chameleon Raw Graph (b) chameleon Label Graph

Figure 1: Visualization of the hierarchy of (a) the original

graph G and (b) the label graph Ĝ on the heterophilous

dataset chameleon. Color of each node denotes its class.

observed that Eqs. (1) and (2) for representations of 𝑛 nodes lead
to 𝑂 (𝑛2𝐹 ) time and memory overhead. When it only applies to a
batch of 𝑛𝑏 nodes, the complexity is drastically reduced to𝑂 (𝑛2

𝑏
𝐹 ).

4 HIERARCHY OF LABEL GRAPH

Our DHIL-GT aims to retrieve graph hierarchy information from
graph labels consisting of node pair connections and distances.
In this section, we first introduce the pruned landmark labeling
algorithm to efficiently compute graph labels as a 2-hop cover.
Then, we analyze that the labeling process favorably builds a graph
hierarchy with several useful properties for representing implicit
graph information beyond adjacency.

4.1 Pruned Landmark Labeling

Based on the concept of graph labeling in Section 3, a straight-
forward approach to build the graph labels is to traverse the whole
graph for each node successively. This is, however, prohibitive due
to the repetitive graph traversal procedure. Hence, we employ the
Pruned Landmark Labeling (PLL) algorithm [2], which constructs
labels with a more efficient search space.

The PLL algorithm is presented in Algorithm 1. It performs a
pruned BFS for each node indexed 1 to 𝑛 following the given order.
The algorithm is agnostic to the specific search order. In this work,
we follow [2] to adopt the descending order of node degrees for
its satisfying performance while leaving other schemes for future
exploration.

The PLL is more efficient than full-graph traversal as it prevents
the visit to nodes 𝑢 that have been accessed and labeled with a
shorter distance 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) to the current source node. Intuitively, dur-
ing the early rounds of pruned BFS starting from nodes 𝑣 with
smaller indices, the traversal is less pruned and can reach a large
portion of the graph. These nodes are regarded as landmarks with
higher significance and are able to appear in a large number of
node labels L(𝑢) where 𝑢 > 𝑣 along with the distance information.
On the contrary, for latter nodes with higher indices, the pruned
traversal constrains the visit to the local neighborhood.

Thus, we reckon that the PLL process naturally builds a hierar-
chy embedded in the node labels. An exemplary illustration of a
real-world graph is displayed in Figure 1. The original chameleon
graph is heterophilous, i.e., connected nodes frequently belong



Trovato et al.

to distinct classes. In Figure 1(a), different classes are mixed in
graph clusters, which pose a challenge for GTs to perform classifi-
cation based on edge connections. In contrast, nodes in the graph
marked by graph labels in Figure 1(b) clearly form multiple densely
connected clusters, exhibiting a distinct hierarchy. Certain classes
can be intuitively identified from the hierarchy, which empirically
demonstrates the effectiveness of our utilization of graph labeling.

4.2 Label Graph Properties

Then, we formulate the hierarchy in graph labels by defining a
generated graph, namely the label graph, as Ĝ = ⟨V, Ê⟩, which is
with directed and weighted edges. Its edge set depicts the elements
in node labels computed by graph labeling, that an edge (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ Ê if
and only if (𝑣, 𝛿) ∈ L(𝑢), and the edgeweight is exactly the distance
in graph labels 𝛿 = 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣). The in- and out-neighborhoods based
on edge directions are N𝑖𝑛 (𝑣) = {𝑢 | (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ Ê} and N𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣) =
{𝑢 | (𝑣,𝑢) ∈ Ê}, respectively.

We then elaborate the following three hierarchical properties of
the label graph generated by Algorithm 1. Corresponding running
examples are given in Figure 2. For simplicity, we assume that the
original graph G is undirected, while properties for a directed G
can be acquired by separately considering two label sets L𝑖𝑛 and
L𝑜𝑢𝑡 for in- and out-edges in E.

Property 1. For an edge (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ E, there is (𝑣,𝑢) ∈ Ê when
𝑢 < 𝑣 , and (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ Ê when 𝑢 > 𝑣 .

Referring to Algorithm 1, when the current node is 𝑣 and 𝑣 < 𝑢,
𝛿 = 1 holds since 𝑢 is the direct neighbor of 𝑣 . Hence, (𝑣, 1) is added
to label L(𝑢) at this round, which is equivalent to adding edge
(𝑢, 𝑣) to Ê. Similarly, (𝑣,𝑢) ∈ Ê holds when 𝑣 > 𝑢. For example, the
edge (1, 4) in Figure 2(a) is represented by the directed edge (4, 1)
in Figure 2(b). Property 1 implies that N(𝑣) ⊂ N𝑖𝑛 (𝑣) ∪ N𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣),
i.e., the neighborhood of the original graph is also included in the
label graph, and is further separated into two sets according to the
relative order of neighboring nodes.

Property 2. For a shortest path P(𝑢, 𝑣) in G, there is (𝑤, 𝑣) ∈ Ê
for each𝑤 ∈ P(𝑢, 𝑣) satisfying𝑤 > 𝑣 .

Algorithm 1: Pruned Landmark Labeling [2]

Input: Graph G = ⟨V, E⟩
Output: Labels for all nodes L

1 SortV based on degree 𝑑 (𝑣)
2 L(𝑣) ← ∅ for all 𝑣 ∈ V
3 for 𝑣 = 1 to 𝑛 do

4 Queue Q ← {(𝑣, 0)}
5 while Q ≠ ∅ do

6 Pop the first element (𝑢, 𝛿) from Q
7 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) ← min{𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤) + 𝑏 (𝑤, 𝑣) |𝑤 ∈ L(𝑢) ∩ L(𝑣)}
8 if 𝛿 < 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) then
9 L(𝑢) ← L(𝑢) ∪ (𝑣, 𝛿)

10 for all𝑤 ∈ N (𝑢) such that𝑤 > 𝑣 do

11 Push (𝑤, 𝛿 + 1) to the end of Q
12 return {L(𝑣) | 𝑣 ∈ V} as L
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Ĝ

NO Edge for (5, 6) Input Graph

(a) Raw Graph (b) Property 1 (c) Property 2 (d) Property 3

Figure 2: Examples of three properties of the label graph Ĝ
corresponding to the original graph G. Number inside each

node denotes its index in descending order of node degrees.

[2] proves that there is 𝑣 ∈ L(𝑤) for 𝑤 ∈ P(𝑢, 𝑣) and 𝑤 > 𝑣 .
Therefore, considering shortest paths starting with node 𝑣 of a small
index, i.e., 𝑣 being a “landmark” node, then succeeding nodes𝑤 > 𝑣

in the path are connected to 𝑣 in Ĝ. In Figure 2(a), the shortest path
between (1, 5) passing node 2 results in edges (2, 1) and (5, 1) in
Figure 2(c), since nodes 2 and 5 are in the path and their indices are
larger than node 1. When the order is determined by node degree,
high-degree nodes appear in shortest paths more frequently, and
consequently link to amajority of nodes, including those long-tailed
low-degree nodes in Ĝ.

Property 3. For a shortest path P(𝑢, 𝑣) in G, if there is 𝑤 ∈
P(𝑢, 𝑣) and𝑤 < 𝑣 , then (𝑢, 𝑣) ∉ Ê.

According to the property of shortest path, there is 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) =
𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤) + 𝑏 (𝑤, 𝑣). Hence, the condition of line 8 in Algorithm 1 is
not met at the 𝑣-th round when visiting 𝑤 . In other words, the
traversal from 𝑣 is pruned at the preceding node𝑤 . By this means,
the in-neighborhood N𝑖𝑛 (𝑣) is limited in the local subgraph with
shortest paths ending at landmarks. As shown in Figure 2(d), the
shortest path between (5, 6) passes node 1, indicating that (5, 6)
are not directly connected since their distance can be acquired by
edges (5, 1) and (6, 1). As a consequence, the neighborhood of node
5 in Ĝ is constrained by nodes 1 and 2, preventing connections to
more distant nodes such as 3 or 6.

Summarizing Properties 1 to 3, the label graph preserves neigh-
boring connections of the original graph, while establishing more
connections to a minority set of global nodes as landmark. The hier-
archy is built so that long-tailed nodes with high indices are usually
located in local substructures separated by landmarks. Noticeably,
since the label graph is deterministic, it can be computed by Al-
gorithm 1 in an individual stage in one time and used throughout
graph learning iterations.

5 METHODOLOGY

In this section, we describe the design motivation and approach of
the DHIL-GT model by respectively elaborating on the proposed
modules in its precomputation and learning stages. Figure 3 illus-
trates the overview of the DHIL-GT pipeline.

5.1 Subgraph Generation by Labeling

Motivation: Hierarchical GT beyond adjacency. Canonical
Graph Transformer models [7, 30, 38, 41] generally utilize graph
adjacency for composing the input sequence in graph represen-
tation learning. However, recent advances reveal that adjacency
alone is insufficient to represent the implicit graph topology. GTs
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Figure 3: High-level framework of DHIL-GT including two consecutive stages of precomputation and Transformer learning.

The precomputation stage processes input graph into the label graph, which is then used to generate the subgraph structure and

SPD bias. During training, the subgraph tokens are applied as input features for each node, while SPD is regarded as positional

encoding for Transformer layers. A readout block aggregates the subgraph representation to the ego node for prediction.

can be improved by modeling node connections not limited to ex-
plicit edges, and more hierarchical information benefits learning
high-level knowledge on graph data [21, 42, 45].

Unlike existing hierarchical GTs relying on the original graph
G, we seek to retrieve structural information from the label graph
Ĝ generated by Algorithm 1. As showcased in Section 4, the label
graph hierarchy processes properties of maintaining local neigh-
borhoods while adding global edges. This is preferable for Graph
Transformers as it extends the receptive field beyond local neigh-
bors described by graph adjacency and highlights those distant
but important landmarks in the graph for attention modules on
node connections. The hierarchical information is especially useful
for complicated scenarios, such as heterophilous graphs, where
the local graph topology may be distributive or even misleading.
Moreover, the edge weight of the label graph, i.e., the shortest dis-
tance between node pairs of interest, can serve as a straightforward
metric for evaluating relevance with the ego node.

Algorithm 2: DHIL-GT Precomputation

Input: Graph G = ⟨V, E⟩, Sample size 𝑠𝑖𝑛, 𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑡 , Sampling expo-
nents 𝑟𝑖𝑛, 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

Output: Subgraphs for all nodes {S(𝑣)}, Extended edge set Ê
1 Ê ← ∅
2 Compute L using Algorithm 1
3 for 𝑣 = 1 to 𝑛 do

4 Add (𝑣,𝑢, 𝛿) to Ê for all (𝑢, 𝛿) ∈ L(𝑣)
5 N𝑖𝑛 ← {(𝑢, 𝛿𝑟𝑖𝑛 ) | (𝑣, 𝛿) ∈ L(𝑢)}
6 N𝑜𝑢𝑡 ← {(𝑢, 𝛿𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 ) | (𝑢, 𝛿) ∈ L(𝑣)}
7 Sample 𝑠𝑖𝑛 nodes from N𝑖𝑛 with weights 𝛿𝑟𝑖𝑛 as S𝑖𝑛
8 Sample 𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑡 nodes from N𝑜𝑢𝑡 with weights 𝛿𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 as S𝑜𝑢𝑡
9 S(𝑣) ← {𝑣} ∪ S𝑖𝑛 ∪ S𝑜𝑢𝑡

10 for all (𝑢,𝑤) such that 𝑢 ∈ S(𝑣),𝑤 ∈ S(𝑣) do
11 Compute 𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤) using Eq. (3)
12 Add (𝑢,𝑤,𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤)) to Ê
13 return {S(𝑣) | 𝑣 ∈ V} and Ê

To leverage the label graph efficiently, we employ a decoupling
scheme to prepare the labels and necessary data in a separate stage
before training. The graph data is only processed in this precom-
putation stage and is prevented from being fully loaded onto GPU
devices, which intrinsically reduces the GPU memory overhead
and offers better scalability to large graphs.

Sampling for Subgraph Tokens. Algorithm 2 describes the pre-
computation process in DHIL-GT. Given the input graph G, we
first build the graph labels by PLL as outlined in Algorithm 1. For
each node, we generate a token for GT learning, which represents
the neighborhood around the node in the label graph Ĝ. Since the
neighborhood size is variable, we convert it into a fixed-length
subgraph token S(𝑣) with 𝑠 nodes by weighted sampling, as shown
in lines 4-9 in Algorithm 2. Neighbors in N𝑖𝑛 (𝑣) and N𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣) are
sampled separately with different sizes, as Section 4.2 shows that
these two sets contain nodes of differing importance. The distance
to the ego node 𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) is used as the sampling weight, with hyper-
parameters 𝑟𝑖𝑛, 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 ∈ R controlling the relative importance. Note
that under our sampling scheme, nodes not connected to the ego
node will not appear in the token.

Overall, the subgraph generation process produces a node list of
length 𝑠 = 𝑠𝑖𝑛+𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑡 +1 for each node, representing its neighborhood
in the label graph Ĝ. The relative values of hyperparameters 𝑠𝑖𝑛
and 𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑡 can be used to balance the ratio of in-neighbors and out-
neighbors in Ĝ, which correspond to local long-tailed nodes and
distant landmark nodes in G, respectively. Compared to canonical
GT tokens representing the graph node in the context of the full
graph, DHIL-GT only relies on a small but informative subgraph
of fixed size 𝑠 . When the graph scales up, DHIL-GT enjoys better
scalability as its token size does not increase with the graph size.

5.2 Fast Subgraph Positional Encoding

Positional encoding is critical for GT expressivity to model inter-
node relationship for graph learning. In our approach, positional
encoding provides the relative identity of nodeswithin the subgraph
hierarchy. We particularly employ shortest path distance (SPD) to
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token nodes as the positional encoding scheme in DHIL-GT, which
is superior as it holds meaningful values for arbitrary node pairs
regardless of locality. In comparison, other approaches such as
graph proximity and eigenvectors are usually too sparse to provide
identifiable information within sampled subgraphs.

Conventionally, calculating SPD for positional encoding demands
𝑂 (𝑛2) or higher complexity as analyzed in Table 1, which is not
practical for large-scale scenarios. Thanks to the graph labeling
computation, we are able to efficiently acquire SPD inside sub-
graphs. Recalling the definition of 2-hop cover in Section 3, we
exploit the following corollary, which ensures the SPD of any node
pairs can be effectively acquired on top of PLL labels:

Corollary 4 ([2]). For any node pair (𝑢, 𝑣), the shortest path
distance can be calculated by:

𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣) = min {𝑏 (𝑢,𝑤) + 𝑏 (𝑤, 𝑣) |𝑤 ∈ L(𝑢),𝑤 ∈ L(𝑣)} , (3)
where labels L are computed by Algorithm 1. Note that 𝑏 (𝑣, 𝑣) = 0.

The second part of Algorithm 2 in line 10-12 depicts the process
of further reusing the label graph data structure for managing SPD
within node-wise subgraphs. For node pairs of each subgraph S(𝑣),
the SPDs are computed and stored as weighted edges that extend
the label graph edge set Ê.

To employ SPD positional encoding, the transformer layer in
Eq. (2) is altered with a bias term 𝑩 ∈ R𝑠×𝑠 :

𝑯̃ = softmax

(
𝑸𝑲⊤√︁
𝑑𝐾

+ 𝑩
)
𝑽 , (4)

where the value of bias entry is a learnable parameter indexed by
the node-pair SPD value 𝑩[𝑢, 𝑣] = 𝑓𝐵 (𝑏 (𝑢, 𝑣)), 𝑓𝐵 : N→ R.

5.3 Model Architecture

DHIL-GT enhances the GT architecture [41, 42] to fit the precom-
puted subgraphs and mini-batch training for large-scale represen-
tation learning. Apart from the SPD bias, we also design specific
modules to adapt to subgraph hierarchical learning. For each node
𝑣 ∈ V , given the subgraph S(𝑣) produced by Algorithm 2, input
representations are retrieved from the node attributes based on the
input node token as 𝑯 (0) = MLP𝑋 (𝑿 [S(𝑣)]), where 𝑿 [S(𝑣)] de-
notes node attributes 𝑿 [𝑢] for all 𝑢 ∈ S(𝑣), and MLP𝑋 : R𝑠×𝐹0 →
R𝑠×𝐹 with hidden dimension 𝐹 .

For the 𝑙-th Transformer layer, the representation is updated as:

𝑯̃ (𝑙−1) = MHA
(
LN

(
𝑯 (𝑙−1)

))
+ 𝑯 (𝑙−1) ,

𝑯 (𝑙 ) = FFN
(
LN

(
𝑯̃ (𝑙−1)

))
+ 𝑯̃ (𝑙−1) ,

(5)

where LN and FFN stand for layer normalization and feed-forward
network, respectively, andMHAdenotes themulti-head self-attention
architecture described by Eqs. (1), (2) and (4).

Lastly, a readout layer calculates node-wise attention over the
𝐿-layer representation among nodes in the fixed-length token S(𝑣):

𝛼𝑢 =

exp
(
(𝑯 (𝐿) [𝑣] ∥𝑯 (𝐿) [𝑢])𝑾𝐸

)
∑
𝑢∈S(𝑣) exp

((𝑯 (𝐿) [𝑣] ∥𝑯 (𝐿) [𝑢])𝑾𝐸

) , (6)

which measures the correlation between ego node and its neighbors
in the subgraph. The representation is then aggregated to the ego

node 𝑣 as output:

𝒁 = MLP𝑍
(
𝑯 (𝐿) [𝑣] +

∑︁
𝑢∈S(𝑣)

𝛼𝑢𝑯
(𝐿) [𝑢]

)
, (7)

where MLP𝑍 is the output classifier.

Virtual Node. We add virtual nodes representing landmarks to
Ĝ such that (0, 𝑣) ∈ Ê, 𝑏 (0, 𝑣) = ∞ for all nodes 𝑣 ∈ V . It can be
observed from Algorithm 1 that virtual nodes are added to every
S(𝑣) without affecting label construction and SPD query. During
the learning stage, we set their attributes and attention bias to
be learnable. This scheme actually generalizes the global virtual
node utilized in [41], offering graph-level context to node-level
representation during representation updates.

Mini-batch Capability. Remarkably, throughout the Transformer
learning stage of DHIL-GT, input data including subgraph tokens,
SPD bias, and node attributes are all readily prepared byAlgorithm 2
as described in previous subsections. For each node, only indexing
operations are performed on 𝑿 and Ê based on the subgraph token
S(𝑣), and no graph-scale computation is required during learning
iterations. Therefore, mini-batch training for DHIL-GT can be easily
implemented by sampling batches of ego nodes, and only indexed
strides of 𝑿 and Ê are loaded onto GPU devices.

5.4 Complexity Analysis

To characterize the model scalability, we consider the time and
memory complexity of DHIL-GT separately in the precomputa-
tion and learning stages. In precomputation, the PLL labeling and
sampling process Algorithm 1 satisfies the analysis in [2], entail-
ing a complexity of 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠 +𝑚𝑠) for computing labels of all nodes.
Regarding the positional encoding, a single SPD query following
Corollary 4 can be calculated in 𝑂 (𝑠) time within the subgraph.
The query is performed at most 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠2) times for all nodes, which
leads to an 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠3) overhead for Ê in total. It is worth noting that
the empirical number of queries is significantly smaller than the
above bound, since the subgraphs S(𝑣) are highly overlapped for
neighboring nodes. The memory overhead for managing sampled
tokens and features in RAM is𝑂 (𝑛𝑠2) and𝑂 (𝑛𝐹 ), respectively. Note
that SPD values are stored as integers, which is more efficient than
other positional encoding schemes.

During model training, one epoch of 𝐿-layer feature transforma-
tion on all nodes demands𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝐹 ) operations, while bias projection
is performed with 𝑂 (𝑛𝑠2) time complexity. The GPU memory foot-
print for handling a batch of node representations and bias matrices
is𝑂 (𝐿𝑛𝑏𝐹 ) and 𝑛𝑏𝑠2, respectively, where 𝑛𝑏 is the batch size. It can
be observed that the training overhead is only determined by batch
size and is free from the graph scale, ensuring favorable scalability
for iterative GT updates.

6 EXPERIMENTS

We comprehensively evaluate the performance of DHIL-GT with
a wide range of datasets and baselines. In Section 6.2, we high-
light the model efficiency regarding time and memory overhead,
as well as its effectiveness under both homophily and heterophily.
Sections 6.3 and 6.4 provides in-depth insights into the effect of
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Table 2: Effectiveness and efficiency results on heterophilous datasets, while evaluation on homophilous datasets are in

Table 4. “Pre.” , “Epoch”, and “Infer” are precomputation, training epoch, and inference time (in seconds), respectively.

“Mem.” refers to peak GPU memory throughout the whole learning process (GB). Respective results of the first and second

best performances in each dataset are marked in bold and underlined fonts.

Small

chameleon sqirrel tolokers
Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. ROC AUC

DIFFormer∗ - 0.09 0.38 0.50 37.83±4.54 - 0.05 0.05 0.7 35.73±1.37 - 0.16 85.8 0.88 74.88±0.59
PolyNormer∗ - 0.03 0.17 1.1 40.70±3.38 - 0.07 0.49 1.2 38.40±1.10 - 1.27 15.5 9.4 79.39±0.50
NAGphormer 0.27 0.03 0.03 0.5 33.18±4.30 0.85 0.08 0.08 0.5 32.02±3.93 1.59 0.11 0.02 0.5 79.32±0.39

ANS-GT 11.2 1.98 0.78 2.8 41.19±0.69 28.1 4.48 1.95 6.6 37.15±1.10 716 2.37 3.42 10.7 79.31±0.97
GOAT 1.99 0.34 0.44 0.4 35.02±1.15 6.66 0.37 0.58 0.6 30.78±0.91 36.1 5.49 5.87 5.0 79.46±0.57
HSGT∗ 0.01 0.34 0.73 0.3 32.28±2.43 0.01 0.42 0.74 0.4 34.32±0.51 2.62 7.76 8.12 17.4 79.24±0.83

DHIL-GT (ours) 0.08 0.03 0.005 4.5 43.63±2.34 0.35 0.68 0.01 5.7 37.16±0.57 1.9 0.17 0.02 7.2 79.86±0.47

Large

penn94 genius twitch-gamer
Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc

DIFFormer∗ - 0.53 0.65 5.5 61.77±3.41 - 0.77 5.47 5.4 84.52±0.36 - 0.61 5.14 4.9 60.81±0.44
PolyNormer∗ - 0.58 18.4 6.3 79.87±0.06 - 0.77 28 12.9 85.64±0.52 - 1.45 89 21.4 64.72±0.65
NAGphormer 237 6.14 2.13 2.3 74.45±0.60 38 5.43 1.04 2.3 83.88±0.13 16 1.92 0.39 2.3 61.92±0.19

ANS-GT 3889 42 4.9 8.7 67.76±1.32 34092 37 4.95 8.7 67.76±1.32 12924 19 6.7 8.6 61.55±0.45
GOAT 1332 33 18 20.9 71.42±0.44 2664 28 39 8.9 80.12±2.32 3348 37 63 21.2 61.38±0.83
HSGT∗ 12 115 110 9.3 67.77±0.27 21 98 114 17.1 84.03±0.24 68 235 253 11.2 61.60±0.09

DHIL-GT (ours) 31 14 0.3 10.2 78.74±0.45 52 5.4 0.33 7.0 91.06±0.47 172 2.2 0.15 7.3 67.03±2.17
∗ Inference of these models is performed on the CPU in a full-batch manner due to their requirement of the whole graph.

DHIL-GT designs in exploiting graph hierarchy. Implementation
details and full experimental results can be found in Appendix A.

6.1 Experimental Settings

Tasks and Datasets. We focus on the node classification task on
12 benchmark datasets in total covering both homophily [16, 31,
32] and heterophily [26, 28], whose statistics are listed in Table 5.
Compared to conventional graph learning tasks used in GT studies,
this task requires learning on large single graphs, which is suitable
for assessing model scalability. We follow common data processing
and evaluation protocols as detailed in Appendix A.1. Evaluation is
conducted on a server with 32 Intel Xeon CPUs (2.4GHz), an Nvidia
A30 GPU (24GB memory), and 512GB RAM.

Baselines. Since the scope of this work lies in the efficacy and effi-
ciency enhancement of the GT architecture, we primarily compare
against state-of-the-art Graph Transformer models with attention-
based layers and mini-batch capability. Methods including DIF-
Former [37] and PolyNormer [12] are considered as kernel-based
approaches. NAGphormer [7], GOAT [21], HSGT [45], and ANS-GT
[42] stand for hierarchical GTs.

Evaluation Metrics. We use ROC AUC as the efficacy metric
on tolokers and classification accuracy on the other datasets. For
efficiency evaluation, we notice that there is limited consensus due
to the great variety in GT training schemes. Therefore, we attempt
to employ a comprehensive evaluation considering both time and
memory overhead for a fair comparison. Model speed is represented
by the average training time per epoch and the inference time on
the testing set. For models with graph precomputation, the time

for this process is separately recorded. We also feature the GPU
memory footprint, which is the scalability bottleneck.

6.2 Performance Comparison

Table 2 presents the efficacy and efficiency evaluation results on 6
heterophilous datasets, while metrics for 6 homophilous graphs can
be found in Table 4. As an overview, DHIL-GT demonstrates fast
computation speed and favorable mini-batch scalability throughout
the learning process. It also reaches top-tier accuracy by outper-
forming the state-of-the-art GTs on multiple datasets.

TimeEfficiency. Benefiting from the decoupled architecture, DHIL-
GT is powerful in achieving competitive speedwith existing efficiency-
oriented GT designs. For baselines with heavy precomputation over-
head, including ANS-GT and GOAT, DHIL-GT showcases speed
improvements by orders of magnitude, with up to 700× boost over
ANS-GT on genius. Aligned with our complexity analysis in Sec-
tion 2, the key impact factor of DHIL-GT is the node size 𝑛 and
is less affected by𝑚 and 𝐹 compared to precomputation in other
methods. Meanwhile, DHIL-GT is capable of performing the fastest
inference even on large-scale graphs, thanks to its simple model
transformation without graph-scale operations. Its training speed is
also on par with the best competitors, which usually exploit highly
simplified architectures. In contrast, models including PolyNormer
and HSGT suffer from longer learning times due to their iterative
graph extraction and transformation.

Memory Footprint. In modern computing platforms, GPU mem-
ory is usually highly constrained and becomes the scalability bottle-
neck for the resource-intensive graph learning. DHIL-GT exhibits
efficient utilization of GPU for training with larger batch sizes while
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Figure 4: Effect of subgraph parameters on chameleon.

avoiding the out-of-memory issue. In comparison, drawbacks in sev-
eral model designs prevent them from efficiently performing GPU
computation, which stems from the adoption of graph operations.
Notably, kernel-based models require full graph message-passing in
their inference stage, which is largely prohibitive on GPUs and can
only be conducted on CPUs. HSGT faces the similar issue caused by
its graph coarsening module. We note that these solutions are less
scalable and hinder the GPU utilization during training. In addition,
ANS-GT typically demands high memory footprint for storing and
adjusting its subgraphs, which exceeds the memory limit of our
platform in Table 4.

Prediction Accuracy. DHIL-GT successfully achieves significant
accuracy improvement on several heterophily datasets such as
chameleon and twitch-gamer, while the performance on other het-
erophilous and homophilous datasets in Tables 2 and 4 is also com-
parable with the state of the art. We attribute the performance gain
to the application of the label graph hierarchy in DHIL-GT, which
effectively addresses the heterophily issue of these graphs as ana-
lyzed in Section 4. Since the label graph also preserves edges in the
raw graph, the performance of DHIL-GT is usually not lower than
learning on the latter. In comparison, baseline methods without
heterophily-oriented designs, including DIFFormer, NAGphormer,
andHSGT, perform generally worse on these graphs. This is because
their models tend to rely on the raw adjacency or even promote
it with higher modularity. As a consequence, node connections
retrieved by GT attention modules are restrained in the local neigh-
borhood and fail to produce accurate classifications. On the other
hand, while PolyNormer achieves remarkable accuracy on several
heterophilous graphs thanks to its strong expressivity, its perfor-
mance is largely suboptimal on homophilous graphs in Table 4.

6.3 Effect of Hyperparameters

We then study the effectiveness of the label graph hierarchy in
DHIL-GT featuring the subgraph generation process in Figure 4,
which displays the impact of sample size 𝑠, 𝑠𝑖𝑛 and sampling expo-
nents 𝑟𝑖𝑛, 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 corresponding to Algorithm 2. Regarding the total
subgraph size 𝑠 , it can be observed from Figure 4(a) that a reason-
ably large 𝑠 is essential for effectively representing graph labels
and achieving stable accuracy. In the main experiments, we uni-
formly adopt a constant 𝑠 = 32 token size across all datasets, as
it is large enough to cover the neighborhood of most nodes while
maintaining computational efficiency. As a reference, the average
neighborhood size among all nodes is 16.0 on citeseer and 31.2 on
chameleon. Within the fixed token length, an equal partition for

in- and out-neighbors is preferable according to Figure 4(a), where
impact of 𝑠𝑖𝑛 is shown when 𝑠 = 32.

Figure 4(b) presents the result of changing the sampling weight
factor. For chameleon, in the plot, negative exponents favoring
nodes with small SPD values are more advantageous to the model
performance. Nonetheless, the variance is not significant as long
as the subgraph effectively covers the neighborhood of the major-
ity of nodes. We hence conclude that Algorithm 2 for DHIL-GT
precomputation does not require precise hyperparameter tuning.

6.4 Ablation Study

Table 3 examines the respective effectiveness of the hierarchical
modules in the DHIL-GT network architecture, where we sepa-
rately present results on homophilous and heterophilous datasets.
It can be observed that the model without SPD bias suffers the
greatest accuracy drop, since topological information represented
by positional encoding is necessary for GTs to retrieve the relative
connection between nodes and gain performance improvement
over learning plain node-level features.

In DHIL-GT, the learnable virtual node representation is invoked
to provide adaptive graph-level context before Transformer lay-
ers, while the attention-based node-wise readout module aims to
distinguish nodes inside subgraphs and aggregate useful represen-
tation after encoder transformation. As shown in Table 3, both
modules achieve relatively higher accuracy improvements on the
heterophilous graph chameleon, which validates that the proposed
designs are particularly suitable for addressing the heterophily issue
by recognizing hierarchical information.

Table 3: Ablation study of DHIL-GT model components. The

first line shows the accuracy of the complete DHIL-GT ar-

chitecture. Each subsequent line indicates the performance

difference when the specified module is removed.

Dataset citeseer Δ chameleon Δ

DHIL-GT 74.91 – 43.63 –
− Node Readout 72.21 -2.70 38.76 -4.87
− Virtual Node 71.15 -3.76 37.08 -6.55
− SPD Bias 68.55 -6.36 36.52 -7.11

7 CONCLUSION

In this work, we present DHIL-GT for leveraging decoupled graph
hierarchy by graph labeling. Our analysis reveals that the label
graph exhibits an informative hierarchy and enhances attention
learning on the connections between nodes. Regarding efficiency,
construction and distance query of the label graph can be accom-
plished with linear complexity and are decoupled from iterative
model training. Hence, the model benefits from scalability in com-
putation speed and mini-batch training. Empirical evaluation show-
cases the superiority of DHIL-GT especially under heterophily.
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A ADDITIONAL EXPERIMENTS

A.1 Detailed Experiment Settings

Dataset Details. Table 5 displays the scales and heterophily status
of graph datasets utilized in our work. Undirected edges twice in
the table. chameleon and sqirrel are the filtered version from [28],
while ogbn-mag is the homogeneous variant. We employ 60/20/20
random data splitting percentages for training, validation, and test-
ing sets, respectively, except for ogbn-mag, where the original split
is used. Regarding efficacy metrics, ROC AUC is used on tolokers
following the original settings, and accuracy is used for the rest.

Hyperparameters. Parameters regarding the precomputation stage
for graph structures are discussed in Section 6.3. For subgraph sam-
pling, we perform parameter search for relative ratio of in/out
neighbors represented by 𝑠𝑜𝑢𝑡 in rage [0, 32]. For sampling weights
𝑟𝑖𝑛, 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 , we search their values in range [−4, 4].

For network architectural hyperparameters, we use 𝐿 = 4 Trans-
former layers with 𝑁𝐻 = 8 heads and 𝐹 = 128 hidden dimension for
our DHIL-GT model across all experiments. The dropout rates for
inputs (features and bias) and intermediate representation are 0.1

and 0.5, respectively. The AdamW optimizer is used with a learning
rate of 10−4. The model is trained with 500 epochs with early stop-
ping. Since baseline GTs employ different batching strategies, it is
difficult to unify the batch size across all models. We set the batch
size to the largest value in the available range without incurring
out of memory exception on our 24GB GPU, intending for a fair
efficiency evaluation considering both learning speed and space.

Table 5: Statistics of graph datasets. 𝑓 and 𝑁𝑐 are the numbers

of input attributes and label classes, respectively. “Train” is

the portion of training set w.r.t. labeled nodes.

Hetero. Dataset Nodes 𝑛 Edges𝑚 𝐹 𝑁𝑐 Train

Homo.

chameleon 890 17, 708 2325 5 60%
sqirrel 2, 223 93, 996 2089 5 60%
tolokers 11, 758 1, 038, 000 10 2 60%
penn94 41, 554 2, 724, 458 4814 2 60%
genius 421, 961 1, 845, 736 12 2 60%

twitch-gamer 168, 114 13, 595, 114 7 2 60%

Hetero.

cora 2, 708 10, 556 1433 7 60%
citeseer 3, 279 9, 104 3703 6 60%
pubmed 19, 717 88, 648 500 3 60%
physics 34, 493 495, 924 8415 5 60%

ogbn-arxiv 169, 343 2, 315, 598 128 40 54%
ogbn-mag 736, 389 10, 792, 672 128 349 85%
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Table 4: Effectiveness and efficiency results on homophilous datasets. “Pre.” , “Epoch”, and “Infer” are precomputation,

training epoch, and inference time (in seconds), respectively. “Mem.” refers to peak GPU memory throughout the whole

learning process (GB). “OOM” stands for out of memory error. Respective results of the first and second best performances

on each dataset are marked in bold and underlined fonts.

Small

cora citeseer pubmed
Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc

DIFFormer∗ - 0.11 0.13 1.2 83.37±0.50 - 0.07 0.07 1.7 74.65±0.67 - 0.37 0.35 2.7 75.77±0.40
PolyNormer∗ - 0.11 0.65 1.4 80.43±1.55 - 0.21 0.86 1.6 68.70±0.95 - 0.86 6.07 2.5 75.80±0.46
NAGphormer 0.68 0.01 0.06 0.5 76.96±0.73 1.26 0.01 0.38 0.5 62.26±2.10 3.05 0.01 0.04 0.5 78.46±1.01

ANS-GT 43 2.0 1.12 2.0 85.42±0.52 59.9 11.65 4.25 11.9 73.58±0.98 529 14 3.52 1.9 89.53±0.51
GOAT 10.1 0.25 0.93 2.5 78.26±0.17 11.1 0.31 1.04 2.1 64.69±0.43 57.4 0.34 1.61 5.3 77.76±0.97
HSGT∗ 0.1 1.81 2.33 0.5 81.73±1.95 0.06 0.87 1.23 0.9 69.72±1.02 5.0 3.89 4.44 24 88.86±0.46

DHIL-GT (ours) 0.42 0.05 0.005 10.1 85.58±0.18 0.43 0.05 0.006 9.6 74.91±0.64 2.6 0.25 0.05 9.4 89.80±0.48

Large

physics ogbn-arxiv ogbn-mag
Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc Pre. Epoch Infer Mem. Acc

DIFFormer∗ - 1.73 3.79 3.3 96.10±0.11 - 0.89 4.1 2.3 55.90±8.23 - 1.72 9.71 4.2 31.13±0.48
PolyNormer∗ - 0.76 2.44 4.1 96.59±0.16 - 0.83 11 7.2 73.24±0.13 - 20 992 22.3 32.42±0.15
NAGphormer 33 8.43 2.43 1.1 96.52±0.24 18 4.36 0.79 2.3 67.85±0.17 89 10.3 2.21 3.8 33.23±0.06

ANS-GT 2203 63.1 34.6 12.5 96.31±0.28 16205 109 2.72 11.3 71.06±0.48 - - - OOM -
GOAT 45 13.7 12.2 8.7 96.24±0.15 1823 48 61 6.5 69.66±0.73 2673 116 102 6.1 27.69±1.32
HSGT∗ 12 40.7 61.5 5.0 96.05±0.50 16 475 142 0.3 68.30±0.32 182 582 629 12.6 33.51±1.15

DHIL-GT (ours) 17 0.48 0.03 13.3 96.31±0.42 64 2.02 0.18 5.5 69.17±0.33 7739 14.5 0.16 6.7 33.74±0.24
∗ Inference of these models is performed on the CPU in a full-batch manner due to their requirement of the whole graph.

https://doi.org/10.1145/3580305.3599451
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(a) cora Raw Graph (b) cora Label Graph

(c) citeseer Raw Graph (d) citeseer Label Graph

(e) sqirrel Raw Graph (f) sqirrel Label Graph

Figure 5: Visualization of the hierarchy of original and label graphs on realistic datasets. Color of each node denotes its class.
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