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Preliminaries - Graph
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Preliminaries - Graph
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Preliminaries - Homophilic vs Heterophilic
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Preliminaries - GNN
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Preliminaries - GCN
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Preliminaries - Oversmoothing
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Gradient Gating
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Gradient Gating
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Gradient Gating
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Experiments
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Experiments
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Figure 2: Dirichlet energy £(X") of layer-wise
node features X" propagated through a GAT,
GCN and their gradient gated versions (G?-GAT,
G2-GCN).
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Experiments
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Experiments
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=2 A o0l
= T MO Chameleon Squirrel
#Nodes 2,271 9,200
#Edges 31,421 198,493

GCNII 0.170 £ 0.034 0.093 +0.031
PairNorm  0.207 = 0.038 0.140 £ 0.040
GCN 0.207 4+ 0.039 0.143 +0.039
GAT 0.207 4+ 0.038 0.143 +0.039

G>-GCN  0.1374+0.033 0.070 +0.028
G2-GAT  0.136 +0.029 0.069 + 0.029
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Experiments
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