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Abstract—Dynamic graph augmentation is used to improve the
performance of dynamic GNNs. Most methods assume temporal
locality, meaning that recent edges are more influential than
earlier edges. However, for temporal changes in edges caused
by random noise, overemphasizing recent edges while neglecting
earlier ones may lead to the model capturing noise. To address
this issue, we propose STAA (SpatioTemporal Activity-Aware
Random Walk Diffusion). STAA identifies nodes likely to have
noisy edges in spatiotemporal dimensions. Spatially, it analyzes
critical topological positions through graph wavelet coefficients.
Temporally, it analyzes edge evolution through graph wavelet
coefficient change rates. Then, random walks are used to reduce
the weights of noisy edges, deriving a diffusion matrix containing
spatiotemporal information as an augmented adjacency matrix
for dynamic GNN learning. Experiments on multiple datasets
show that STAA outperforms other dynamic graph augmentation
methods in node classification and link prediction tasks.

Index Terms—Graph Augmentation Learning, Graph Neural
Networks, Dynamic Networks, Graph Signal Processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

To enhance the generalization ability and performance
of Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), researchers use graph
augmentation to achieve better graph learning [1]–[4]. Re-
cent studies combine GNNs with recurrent networks and
transformers, producing dynamic GNNs [5]–[9]. Extending
augmentation to dynamic graphs has yielded significant re-
sults [10]–[13]. However, dynamic graphs contain dynamic
noise, which is characterized by temporally evolving structures
and uncertain changes [14]. Most augmentation methods rely
on temporal locality assumption, which posits that recent
edges are more important than earlier ones for augmenting
node representations [12]. This assumption does not apply to
temporal changes in edges (i.e., structure) caused by noise.
As shown in Figure 1, the link prediction task predicts edges
on the graph at time t + 1 based on graph snapshots at time
t and earlier. Augmentation methods that excessively focus
on recent edges (edges of yellow nodes at time t) while
neglecting earlier edges (edges of yellow nodes at times t− 1
and t − 2) may lead the model to capture noise (blue edge)
rather than effective spatiotemporal information (red edges).

†These authors contributed equally to this work.
*Corresponding author.
0Our code is available at https://github.com/ColinNeverLand/STAA

Fig. 1. Example of overemphasizing the recent edges.

To identify and suppress noisy edges, we approach from the
node perspective, categorizing the nodes in the dynamic graph
into active nodes (frequently changing structure, such as the
yellow nodes in Figure 1) and inert nodes (stable structure).
Active nodes frequently alter their interactions with other
nodes, making them more susceptible to noisy edges [14].

In this paper, we propose STAA (SpatioTemporal Activity-
Aware Random Walk Diffusion), a novel discrete-time dy-
namic graph augmentation method. STAA assesses nodes’
spatiotemporal characteristics, calculating activity coefficients.
Nodes with high coefficients are active nodes. Specifically, in
spatial domain, STAA analyzes critical topological positions
through graph wavelet coefficients, while in temporal domain,
it analyzes edge evolution through graph wavelet coefficient
change rates. Subsequently, the random walk defined on the
dynamic graph suppresses the active nodes’ preference for
recent edges and increases the temporal walking probability of
earlier edges to obtain a larger temporal receptive field, thereby
generating a diffusion matrix that reduces the weight of noise
edges. We use this diffusion matrix as an augmented adjacency
matrix for the dynamic graph. Our main contributions are:
(a) We introduced a method for evaluating the spatiotemporal
activity of nodes based on wavelet coefficients and their rate
of change within a time window. (b) We propose STAA, a
model-agnostic dynamic graph augmentation method. STAA
suppresses noise and enhances the spatiotemporal information
of dynamic graphs. (c) Extensive experiments on multiple
popular dynamic graph datasets demonstrate that, compared
to other graph augmentation methods, using STAA to enhance
dynamic graphs enables GNNs to achieve superior perfor-
mance in node classification and link prediction tasks.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we concentrate on the discrete-time dy-
namic graph [15], defined as a series of snapshots G =
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(a) Low and high-frequency coefficients on the same graph.

(b) Changes in low-frequency coefficients with graph structure changes.

Fig. 2. Heatmap of wavelet coefficients.

{G1,G2, . . . ,GT }, where T represents the total number of
snapshots. The snapshot at time t, denoted as Gt =
(Vt, Et,Ft), is a graph with a shared set V of nodes and a set Et
of edges, where n = |V| is the number of nodes. Ft ∈ Rn×m

is node feature matrix where m is the feature dimension. The
adjacency matrix corresponding to the edge set Et is denoted
by At.

Graph Wavelet Transform (GWT). For GWT [16], the
graph Laplacian is given by L = D−A, where D is the degree
matrix. L is real symmetric and positive semi-definite, with a
rank less than n. Consequently, it possesses a complete set of
orthogonal eigenvectors {ui} , i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, corresponding
to non-negative real eigenvalues {λi}, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The
wavelet coefficient of node vj for function f at scale ω is
defined as follows:

Wf (ω, j) =

n∑
i=1

g(ωλi)f̂(i)ui(j),

f̂(i) = u⊤
i · f =

n∑
j=1

ui(j)f(j),

(1)

where u⊤
i is the transpose of ui, ui(j) is the j-th element of

ui, f(j) is the value of f at node vj , f is a real-valued function
defined on the nodes of Gt. The scales used to generate the
wavelet kernels g(ωx) are ω0, ω1, . . . , ωr−1, where r is the
number of scales, ω0 and ωr−1 correspond to the highest and
lowest frequency Fourier modes, respectively. g is the filter
kernel on R+. We use the same kernel function as in [17].

Analysis of Node Dynamics. As shown in Figure 2, we
compute graph wavelet coefficients using node degrees as
the function f (i.e., f(j) = dj , where dj represents the
degree of node vj), and r is 6. Figure 2(a) compares the
low-frequency (corresponding to scale ω5) and high-frequency
(corresponding to scale ω0) coefficients. Nodes 1-4, with larger
low-frequency content, have more consistent neighborhood
degrees, while node 7, with larger high-frequency content,
shows larger differences in degree distribution within the
neighborhood. Figure 2(b) illustrates how the low-frequency
coefficients change when the graph structure is altered. The
change in the degree of node 1 affects its low-frequency
coefficients and those of its one-hop neighbors.

Fig. 3. Overview of the proposed STAA.

Based on the above analysis, we propose Observation:
(a) On a single graph snapshot, low-frequency coefficients
correspond to smooth graph signal patterns. Nodes with higher
high-frequency coefficients exhibit unsmooth neighborhood
signal distributions, occupy critical topological positions, are
susceptible to noise [18], and are likely to be spatially active.
(b) Across different snapshots, nodes with frequently changing
signals show higher low-frequency coefficient change rates and
are more likely to be temporally active.

Note that we choose node degree as our function f (i.e.,
graph signal) to characterize neighborhoods, as it is a fun-
damental measure of connectivity that directly reflects the
graph’s structural dynamics.

III. METHOD
The framework of STAA is illustrated in Figure 3. Ini-

tially, for a dynamic graph G with adjacency matrices
{A1, . . . ,AT }, STAA starts by processing the first adjacency
matrix A1 and an initial diffusion matrix X0 as shown
in Figure 3(a). By utilizing node evaluations derived from
graph wavelet transforms, STAA directs the SpatioTemporal
Activity-Aware Random Walk (STAARW) to produce a diffu-
sion matrix X1. At each subsequent time step t, STAA updates
its input by incorporating the new adjacency matrix At and the
last diffusion matrix Xt−1 to generate the next diffusion matrix
Xt. To improve dynamic graph learning, the diffusion matrix
Xt ∈ Rn×n at each time step t supersedes At in training
dynamic graph neural networks.

A. Node Evaluation

In this section, Graph Wavelet Transform (GWT) is used
to evaluate the spatiotemporal activity of nodes, i.e., to assess
whether nodes are active or inert. For node vj on Gt and r ∈
Z+, r ⩾ 2, we define the low-frequency coefficient at,j and
high-frequency coefficient bt,j as:

at,j =

r−1∑
l=⌊ r

2 ⌋

eλ(l−r+1)Wf (ωl, j), bt,j =

⌊ r
2 ⌋−1∑
l=0

e−λlWf (ωl, j),

(2)
where λ controls exponential decay magnitude, Wf (ωl, j) is
graph wavelet coefficient of node vj at time t for scale ωl.

According to the Observation, nodes with large high-
frequency coefficients on Gt have unsmooth signal distri-
butions in their neighborhoods, indicating that at time t,



AUC BitcoinAlpha WikiElec RedditBody

GCN GCRN EvolveGCN GCN GCRN EvolveGCN GCN GCRN EvolveGCN

NONE 57.0±1.2 87.4±9.0 59.3±0.3 59.6±1.1 73.6±3.7 64.8±4.0 76.7±0.1 88.5±0.4 76.3±0.2

DropEdge* 56.3±1.0 73.9±2.2 57.4±0.9 50.1±1.0 56.0±9.3 47.9±6.4 73.0±0.4 77.0±1.7 71.9±0.7
GDC* 57.5±1.6 77.3±6.5 57.4±1.2 62.8±0.8 67.9±1.0 63.1±0.7 74.6±0.0 86.4±0.3 73.8±0.3

MERGE 67.4±2.2 92.5±1.0 61.2±1.9 61.6±1.0 68.4±4.8 65.7±0.8 69.8±0.1 89.7±0.8 79.1±0.7
TIARA 76.7±1.5 94.2±0.7 77.2±1.3 68.5±0.4 70.8±5.1 68.9±0.4 80.2±1.0 89.8±0.8 81.8±0.3
TGAC 68.1±1.3 78.2±7.7 69.9±1.6 63.5±1.3 75.1±6.2 63.0±0.2 76.1±0.8 81.2±2.8 77.0±0.0

STAA 79.6±0.8 96.0±1.0 85.1±0.9 68.7±0.4 76.0±1.8 69.4±0.7 82.2±0.3 90.1±0.5 83.2±0.3

TABLE I. Link prediction accuracy (AUC).

these nodes are in topologically critical areas within their
neighborhoods and are susceptible to neighborhood noise [18].
This reflects spatial activity. Additionally, the higher the rate
of change in the node’s low-frequency coefficients between
snapshots, the more temporally active the node is. Therefore,
node activity is related to both time (low-frequency coefficient
change rate) and space (high-frequency coefficients). The low-
frequency coefficient change rate is defined as:

∆at,j =
1

W − 1

W−1∑
i=1

|at−i+1,j − at−i,j |,

ˆ∆at,j =
∆at,j − µ(∆at)

σ(∆at) + ϵ
,

(3)

where 1 ≤ W ≤ T is the size of the time window,
µ(∆at) and σ(∆at) are the mean and standard deviation
of ∆at,j for all nodes on Gt, respectively, and ϵ is a small
constant to prevent division by zero. ˆ∆at,j is the normalized
low-frequency coefficient change rate. The normalized high-
frequency coefficient is defined as:

ˆbt,j =
bt,j − µ(bt)

σ(bt) + ϵ
, (4)

where µ(bt) and σ(bt) are the mean and standard deviation of
bt for all nodes on Gt, respectively. The spatiotemporal activity
coefficient βt,j of node vj at time t is defined as:

βt,j = δ · σ( ˆτt,j),

ˆτt,j =
τt,j − µ(τt)

σ(τt) + ϵ
, τt,j = γ ˆ∆at,j + (1− γ) ˆbt,j ,

(5)

where σ(·) represents the sigmoid function, δ is a scaling
factor, and γ is a gating factor used to balance the influence of
the low-frequency coefficient change rate and high-frequency
coefficient. µ(τt) and σ(τt) are the mean and standard devia-
tion of τt for all nodes on Gt, respectively.

B. STAARW

In this section, we extend Random Walk with Restart [19]
to SpatioTemporal Activity-Aware Random Walk (STAARW),
to generate spatially and temporally node-to-node scores.
Our approach draws inspiration from [20] but differs in that
STAARW selectively adopts a walking strategy biased by the
node activity coefficient.

As depicted in Figure 3(b), STAARW connects the same
nodes from Gt to Gt+1 at each time step t. Nodes not only

move on the current snapshot Gt but also can leap to the same
position in the next snapshot Gt+1, allowing the random walk
to gain temporal awareness. STAARW uses the node activity
coefficients obtained from Node Evaluation to guide the node
selection walking strategy. Initially, the wanderer starts from
a seed node s at the initial time step (e.g., t = 1). After a
few moves, suppose the wanderer is at node u in Gt, it will
take one of the following actions: Action 1) Random walk:
Randomly moves to one of the neighbors of node u in the
current graph Gt with probability 1 − α − βt,u. Action 2)
Restart: Goes back to the seed node s in Gt with probability
α. Action 3) Time travel: Does time travel from node u in
Gt to node u in Gt+1 with probability βt,u.

Here, α is the restart probability, and βt,u is the spatiotem-
poral activity coefficient of node u at time t, with an upper
limit of 1 − α. Note that nodes cannot move backward from
Gt+1 because the present cannot influence the past.

Through STAARW, obtaining the stationary probability
vector xt ∈ Rn of the wanderer visiting each node starting
from the seed node s on Gt recursively can be represented as:

xt,s = Ãt
⊤
(In − αIn − βt,∧)xt,s + αis + βt,∧xt−1,s, (6)

where βt,∧ denote the diagonal matrices with main diagonal
entries (βt,1, βt,2, . . . , βt,n). is is the s-th unit vector of size
n. Ãt is a row-normalized matrix of At (i.e., Ãt = D−1

t At,
where At is a self-looped adjacency matrix and Dt is a
diagonal out-degree matrix of At). We define x0,s as is.
βt,∧xt−1,s is the time travel term. The higher the activity
coefficient βt,u, the greater the time travel probability of node
u, indicating a focus on earlier edges rather than recent edges.

In Equation (6), xt,s ∈ Rn×1 is a column vector of a prob-
ability distribution with respect to a seed node s. For all seeds
s ∈ V , {xt,s} are horizontally stacked to form Xt ∈ Rn×n,
such that xt,s is the s-th column of Xt, i.e., xt,s = Xtis.
According to Equation (6), the following expression can be
derived:

xt,s = L−1
t (αis + βt,∧xt−1,s)

= (αL−1
t + L−1

t βt,∧Xt−1)is = Xtis,
(7)

where Lt = In − Ãt
⊤
(In − αIn − βt,∧), xt−1,s = Xt−1is,

Xt = αL−1
t + L−1

t βt,∧Xt−1 for t > 0, and X0 = In. We
refer to Xt as a SpatioTemporal Activity-Aware Random Walk
Diffusion matrix at time t. A filtering threshold is used to set
the values of Xt below ρ to zero, thereby sparsifying Xt.



Macro F1 Brain Reddit DBLP-3 DBLP-5

GCN GCRN EvolveGCN GCN GCRN EvolveGCN GCN GCRN EvolveGCN GCN GCRN EvolveGCN

NONE 45.6±2.8 63.3±1.5 45.4±1.1 21.4±0.7 40.8±1.0 23.1±0.7 54.0±1.8 82.2±0.6 54.5±0.9 69.3±0.5 74.4±0.4 68.4±0.4

DropEdge* 35.2±1.7 67.8±0.6 39.7±1.8 19.4±0.8 40.3±1.4 18.0±2.7 55.8±1.9 84.3±0.6 52.4±1.7 70.5±0.5 75.6±0.7 68.0±0.7
GDC* 63.2±1.2 88.0±1.5 67.3±1.3 17.5±2.3 41.0±1.6 18.5±2.8 53.4±2.1 84.7±0.5 52.8±2.2 70.0±0.7 75.5±1.2 69.1±1.0

MERGE 43.1±5.8 60.4±4.7 54.2±3.9 22.3±0.5 41.1±1.9 24.6±0.4 56.1±1.6 82.7±1.0 56.6±0.5 70.0±0.3 74.1±1.2 69.1±0.4
TIARA 68.2±0.6 90.3±2.2 72.1±0.4 21.2±4.3 41.6±1.3 22.5±1.6 56.4±1.1 84.9±1.2 56.1±0.6 70.0±0.6 75.2±1.3 69.6±0.3
TGAC 42.3±1.5 27.2±2.6 36.5±1.1 24.2±2.1 39.2±1.3 16.9±2.1 63.8±1.0 82.0±0.8 53.3±0.3 70.0±0.7 75.0±0.8 67.9±0.6

STAA 70.4±0.3 90.6±1.7 73.0±0.5 24.7±1.5 43.3±0.9 24.8±0.4 60.1±0.2 86.3±0.5 57.5±0.7 70.9±0.4 78.3±0.8 70.2±0.5

TABLE II. Node classification accuracy (Macro F1-score).

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Experimental Setup

Dataset. We conduct experiments on seven public datasets
extensively evaluated in dynamic graph representation learning
studies. For link prediction tasks, we use the Bitcoin transac-
tion network BitcoinAlpha [21], the Wikipedia admin voting
network WikiElec [22], and the hyperlink network between
Reddit subforums RedditBody [23]. For node classification
tasks, we use the following datasets evaluated in [24]: the
brain tissue connection network Brain, the co-author networks
DBLP-3 and DBLP-5 from the DBLP database, and the post
network Reddit. We ensure fair comparison and reproducibility
by adopting the standard snapshot partitions from [11].

Baseline Methods. We compare STAA with the follow-
ing graph augmentation baselines: NONE (no augmentation),
DropEdge (randomly removes edges at each epoch), GDC
(employs Personalized PageRank), MERGE (combines adja-
cency matrices from time 1 to t), TIARA [11], and TGAC [12].
TIARA and TGAC are dynamic graph augmentation methods
based on the assumption of temporal locality. Due to the
lack of open-source implementations, we reproduce the graph
augmentation method of TGAC (the version using degree
centrality). For DropEdge and GDC, specific implementa-
tion details are unavailable, so we use experimental results
from [11] to ensure a fair comparison.

We use GCN [25] and two dynamic GNNs to perform dy-
namic graph tasks: GCRN [5] and EvolveGCN [6]. We apply
static GCN to each graph snapshot to verify the informational
value of temporal information. GCRN and EvolveGCN are
classic and widely applied and studied dynamic GNNs [26]–
[28], and we utilize the implementations provided by [29].

Implementation Details. For STAA, λ is fixed at 1, r at 6,
ϵ at 10−8, and ρ is searched in [0.0001, 0.01]. α, δ, γ, and W
are chosen from (0, 1), (0, 2], (0, 1), and [1, 10], respectively.
Adam optimizer is used with weight decay 10−4, learning
rate in [0.01, 0.05], decay factor 0.999, and dropout ratio in
[0, 0.5]. Experiments are conducted 5 times, reporting mean
and standard deviation of test values. PyTorch and DGL [30]
are used to implement all methods. We use Intel Xeon Silver
4310 as CPU and NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 as GPU.

B. Link Prediction

This task predicts edge existence at time t + 1 using
information up to time t. Following [6], we split the time
snapshots according to 70% for training, 10% for validation,

and 20% for testing. Equal numbers of negative (non-edge) and
positive (edge) instances are sampled each time, with AUC
as the metric. The number of epochs is 200, with an early
stopping criterion of 50 epochs.

Table I shows that STAA improves GNNs performance
across all datasets compared to NONE (no augmentation),
while static augmentations like DropEdge and GDC do not,
suggesting that spatial enhancement alone is ineffective for
this task. STAA also surpasses TIARA and TGAC, suggesting
its spatiotemporal enhancement is more effective for dynamic
graph learning. Compared to methods based on the assumption
of temporal locality, this superior performance highlights the
effectiveness of STAA’s strategy in suppressing active nodes’
tendency towards recent edges, thereby reducing the weight
of noisy edges.

C. Node Classification

This task classifies node labels in a dynamic graph, pre-
dicting node categories in the final snapshot. Following [24],
nodes are split into training, validation, and test sets (7:1:2).
Node embeddings go through a softmax classifier, and Macro
F1-score is used due to label imbalance. The number of epochs
is set to 1,000 with an early stopping patience of 100.

Table II shows that STAA improves GNNs performance
across all datasets, particularly on Brain. In contrast, TIARA
and TGAC, which are based on the temporal locality assump-
tion, are inferior to STAA. Notably, TGAC achieves lower
accuracy than None (without augmentation) on nearly all
datasets, suggesting that TGAC likely amplifies noise rather
than enhancing effective spatiotemporal information.
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VI. CONCLUSION

To improve dynamic graph learning, we reveal the spa-
tiotemporal activity of nodes using graph wavelet transform
and propose a dynamic graph augmentation method called
STAA. STAA guides random walk strategy selection using
node activity coefficients, reducing noisy edge weights and
enhancing spatiotemporal information. Through extensive ex-
perimental analysis on multiple public datasets, we demon-
strate that STAA performs better in enhancing GNNs for link
prediction and node classification tasks on dynamic graphs.
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