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Algorithm 1 ANEPN
Input: attributed graph G = {A, X, T'}, number of negative edge £, in-

creasing step Ac, interval of increasing Ty, iteration to pre-train T},
maximum iteration Ty, 4z, patience ¢q
Output: predicted class labels Y
1: ### Parameter initialization and Pre-process ###
a<+0 > Regularization coefficient
:p<+0
X + G?X
. Ase™  Negative edge sampling(A,E)
. #Ht Pre-train ##H#
: for t from 1 to T}, do
Z+ XWgz +bz
Y + softmax(ZWy + by)
10: loss < Lce

> Patience count for training stop

> pre-smoothing

11: Update network parameters (Wz, bz, Wy, by)
12: end for

13: ##H Main-train ###

14: for t from T} to Trnax do

15: Z <+ XWgz +bz

16: Y < softmax(ZWy + by)

17:  ift%T;nt == 0 then

18: at+ = Aa

19:  endif

20:  ifVR®(Z,Y) < VRE-D(Z,Y) then
21: p+=1

22:  endif

23:  if ¢ ==p then

24: break

25:  endif

26:  loss <= Lee + aLlism + aLasm
27:  Update network parameters (Wz, bz, Wy, by)
28: end for
29: return Y
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VR D RIDORKIERHTD VR K D BN RoFE, K
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Y = softmax(ZW® + BW), (24)

DHIZ, GCN TFHEINE /7 77402 — G =

“2AD"z FHEYNC ) A XEBMD R T e BT ER WA
REMED D % 72 [17], FHEATHI X @ ) 4 & DERL 2oic,
WY a— 27 41X LTAGC[16] TEHxNE 57
TANRG=1-LL AT 3.

Algorithm 11Z1REFE ANEPN O 7 L3 XL %KY, 1L
DI, T RXA=XEPLL T, T E 7402 ) V7
L, % LT sampled negative edge matrix ZHf53 % (1-5 17 H).
ANEPN 287 ¥ X ZZHRL S - HdAB R ERHT 2 e %
[ml3#E3 % 7212, cross entropy loss Lee DAZEFEH LT/ X —
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Mz (14-1517H KX 22-23 17H), B a & Tine OFFRTHE
fiE¥T (16-1717H), VR ZFHEKUOFHET % (18-19 1T7H).
B, ANEPN X FHl27 525~z Hh$ 5 (24 17H).

Algorithm 12 BWT, FEITIH X O 74 v &V > 7 D5
HElX O(EF) £72%. negative edge DH > 7V ¥ 7 DFE
R OEd) 7%, 2Z2TdIZE/ — FOFEERBERT.
ANEPN OFIffic B\ T, =a—F 1%y V=27 DIEEEDFT
HWEIZOFHC) 275, Iz T, ANEPN (X EPL & ASL XU
VR OFEAREY 5. Zh b0 ERIZTAZHN O(EH),
O(EH), #LTO(NH) ¥7%%. L}d>T, ANEPN O£
RO HEEIX O FHC+ EH)+ EF) 723, T ZTHEMRA
DITIEBVTUA Ty OB EWEX/ —FOBN XhdZ
WZ e EHALTWS. GCN OFtHEIX OtEFHC) TH 5%
728 [1], ANEPN 32X DRIRITH 2 Zehibdrd

UWH

5 FEflEER

Z DETIFRETIE ANEPN OFHii 217 5.
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*  Ql: ANEPN I FHE 0l CHEFFiR%E k1 2 50?

*  Q2: ANEPN 3sh% M08 CEHFFIEZE LE 2 20?

*  Q3: EPL MUF ASL 30 8KEE, VR, / — NE®DIAZIZ
DX B EZ B

*  Q4: ANEPN I AN 275 712 L CHlEYNCIEIE & v 78
ZHlHT 5 Z e BT B0?

* QS W=V URIA—R p EZEREEY VRICED XS
REER5 2 50

ZDEEFLUTD

5.1 & E

SCHR [26] TRAI SN 2RREIC LD oT, 3 DD &
75707 —X&tvw b, Cora, Citeseer, Z L C Pubmed % ffi
FT35. RT3 DODTFT—XEy FOFEHEREZFE 5. Cora,
Citeseer Z L C Pubmed X5 A%y b7 —2TH 3. £oT,
ZENLDAY VT —IHD ) — RRUT vy JEEFRZNERX
KOG HBRZ RS, JEMEIEER D XED bag-of-words FRILIZ

31 ZNBH DT — &t v biEhttps:/github.com/tkipf/gen/tree/master/gen T A F-AJ HE
TH?
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Cora 2708 5429 1433
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* Label propagation (LP) [12] ¥2'F 7 LT 7 NV EARIE
FTEHILTIIRINNVETFUT S, 7 — FOREREIIERE
3, 7o 7MEEROAREHT 5.

*  Graph Convolutional Network (GCN) [1] IZfE¥#ER 72 2
JB GCN ETNVTH 2. 77 T7BAABICE T, /— PR
BRI 7MERHARDES.

* Graph Attention Network (GAT) [2] |3 H C.IEEMN %
75 7 BAABITAAAL Z L TIREOEAEGIET 2 Z & A
AJRERZ 28 GCN EFLTH 5.

*  Self-training [8] I GCN 23T Hl L 72 7 )L D CTHESE
HEWDDOEEL T v LTI Z ~Xov 7 — FIZEM L7
%, MU GCN 22ESE L FE. ZOFIRTIRFEMD D2
BB 2HCIM 27 0ZEZZFHALTVS

*  Co-training [8] 1& 7 ~/VERFIED Hifd [28] 3 FHIL 72 5
SVOFTHEEENE VS DR EFM T L e UTHIAZ ~L
J — RIZBMU 7%, GCN 2¥E ¥ 52FHE. ZOFETRE
HHTD D BB B2 HIR [29] 0B X ZFAL TV S

*  Union [8] (& _E&C Self-training ¥ Co-training % A& H
BT FRUENDREL S NV EMIT2 ) — RESORES
ZEIAH Z L — FIEM LT, GCN Zillfx ¥ 3.

* Intersection [8] 52 Self-training & Co-training Z#lA &
bEFE FNETNDEEMUT NV B )72 ) — READHEE
EEIHZ L — RIGEMLT, GCN 23llx¥ 3.

*  Multi-Stage Self-Supervised Training Algorithm (M3S) [26]

BHCHEAED D EEO
ABLEFETHS.

* ALaGCN [ 0f ALaGAT [6] X ZH1 74 GCN & GAT %
ERLUEFIETHS. iRy 7HEENXES 2 TEky
TN — FREIOBGRENAT 3.

ANEPN CI33CHR [2] THAENSREIC LA o T, FEHE
% 0.01 ¥ L7z Adam optimizer [31] ZfH L T, EhEDXiT
% 64, weight decay % Se-4 ICET 5. DT X —&i12D
WL, ¥—I VT RX—& u, o OEINNE, HEIMOME, i
AR D AGE R, mARRIERIEL, % LT patience ¢ & ZNEHL
1,0.05, 10, 50,500, #L T 10 ICFRET 3. IHDHDIT X —
Z13 VR b E< 25 & 2 ZEIET 2 & S 1IciiBs
TW3. 5T Pytorch! 1.7.0 2 L 7. HIFED 5 X —
ZIZOVWTRZENZDFM L E BRI NV,

—f#T& % DeepCluser [30] ¥ GCN %t

4 https://pytorch.org/



2 TAMTF—RIHT B 0HEEE (%) KFERDBEWIERZRT. Gain-GCN & F Gain-SOTA 1% ANEPN ¥ GCN ¥ 074 K%' ANEPN ¥ Bf

HFEOP TR EWVWHEE DESERT.

Cora Citeseer Pubmed
Label rate 0.5% 1% 2% 3% 4% | 0.5% 1% 2% 3% 4% | 0.03% 0.05% 0.1%
LP 543 60.1 640 653 665 | 37.7 42.0 442 457 463 | 58.6 61.9 66.9
Self-training 554 625 730 764 79.1| 484 595 654 660 702 | 58.7 59.2 66.6
Co-training 50.1 603 695 762 778 | 39.5 532 635 66.6 698 | 53.3 59.2 634
Union 457 573 725 763 772 | 41.2 529 627 656 68.1| 472 59.1 66.3
Intersection 48.7 609 73.0 773 79.8 | 49.1 60.1 63.7 683 694 | 49.2 54.1 69.7
M3S 599 667 758 774 792 | 542 627 662 698 704 | 57.0 629 684
GCN 445 598 68.7 744 77.0| 436 474 617 668 68.6 | 45.6 55.0 649
GAT 41.1 502 542 603 77.0| 40.1 462 628 670 68.7 | 50.2 53.0 60.5
ALaGCN 579 66.7 737 74.6 785 | 41.0 497 593 635 672 | 57.1 63.0 714
ALaGAT 482 624 735 750 773 | 384 523 586 667 684 | 568 624 693
ANEPN (ours) | 66.1 732 77.6 783 799 | 60.5 648 688 70.5 71.0| 60.8 69.5 714
Gain-GCN +21.6 +134 +89 +39 +29|+169 +174 +7.1 +3.7 +24 | +152 +145 +6.5
Gain-SOTA +6.2  +65 +1.8 +09 +0.1 | +63 +2.1 +2.6 +0.7 +0.6 | +2.1 +6.5 +0.0
3R 3: FlIfHRERE (FD) 7 5: Cora IZBJ 21BEZFEDFIELD VR NDE. “w/o ASL”, “wlo
Dataset Cora Citeseer Pubmed EPL”, “w/o EPL or ASL” 3 Z#1Z 4L ANEPN 75 ASL ¥ 7% EPL &
L ZOWMAEZIWD FRWIBEERT.
LP 0.0063 0.0063 0.028
Cora
Self-training  1.51 1.54 1.66
Label rate 05% 1% 2% 3% 4%
Co-training 1.71 2.46 290.27
Union 237 3.25 291.11 ANEPN 596 722 821 851 915
Intersection 242 323 291.18 w/o ASL 308 353 566 642 706
M3S 3.62 3.73 4.13 w/o EPL 343 464 587 654 727
GCN 0.78 0.80 0.86 w/o EPL or ASL | 321 493 602 665 739
GAT 211 222 3835 5.2 & =
ALaGCN 126.34  89.80 241.82 e
ALaGAT  50.67 15039  309.17 5.2.1 HHEBD /- FIQD
a . . . .
3 21% 10 B O 77 FAREE (accuracy) DFERERL TV 3.
ANEPN 0.74 0.69 0.70

FirZ e, /- REIMHO NS RESEE 7 X MHD 1000
B FATEIT B, Sk [26] DEREIZ LAWY, Cora Tl
2 LT 0.5%, 1%, 2%, 3%, 4%, Citeseer TiZ 0.5%, 1%,
2%, 3%, 4% , Pubmed Tl& 0.03%, 0.05%, 0.1% DFFHH D 5~
N —FEFEALTETLEZEET 3.

# 4: Cora 12813 32 ANEPN ORABLD I EREENDHE. “w/o ASL”,
“w/o EPL”, “w/o EPL or ASL” I3 ANEPN %5 EPL %7213 ASL ® L ¢

FZ DM EED RV 58 DORIRE KT

Cora
Label rate 05% 1% 2% 3% 4%
ANEPN 66.1 732 77.6 783 79.9
w/o ASL 39.1 60.8 682 753 78.6
w/o EPL 52.6 63.5 715 73.0 733
w/o EPLor ASL | 494 62.6 70.0 744 76.2

ANEPN 3§ X TOEHE BV TEBETEY LE 2 HEREEEZRL
TV, ZHAERKENC, — N EDIAARRIET 22 T
Ry THENT ) — FEIOBEGRERHT 2 2 e 3 EREHH D ) —
FAEIZBWTHRNTH S 2 ZRBLTW5. ALaGCN
T O ALaGAT 3% & v TNz — FEIOBGRERAT %23,
ANEPN i X W7z — FREIOBEREZFHT 2 2 MW TE S
TeDZNODOFERID EVTERERER LTV, FHCT
NOLVRPENG A I B WT ANEPN (3RIEICR A B ETwn
% (32 20 Gain-GCN K U Gain-SOTA ZZfAE /=W, FlzI3,
Cora 77— &t v b ETTLEN 0.5%DHE BV T GCN
LHB LT 21.6%, BEEFETHRDESWEE LT 6.2% O
M EZEERLTVS., ZORRIZTNL — FBDRWVIEE &
DZL DTNV — R OBIRENAST 27912, Zxy Thf
N7z — FEOBGRERAT2 Z e PAREICRZ 2 ERLT
W3,

LPi¥/ — FEMMBEZHEHAL TV RVWDIBEDLST, /—F
FHEZHHA T2 GON I L TEWAHEREZEZX T 255



(a) FIEME (t = 0) (b) ANEPN (¢t = 100)

(c) w/o ASL (t = 100)

(&) w/o EPL (t = 100)  (e) w/o ASL or EPL (¢ = 100)

X 1: Cora IZBF %/ — FHEDHIAADAHIL. FHlE/ — FMEDAAERL, [EfEF7 7 2k > TEZITEINTVS.

WH 5 Bz, Cora T — Xty b ETITRLVED 05%D5HE
< Pubmed TOHER). ZHuZ, LP TRERFH S ~ANELL R

{BBETINERE VS 7 ETEIEIELIL T, Zhy
THENT: ) — RO OERERHAT 2 Z AT H 5728
TH3. TORR, 7527V HBREEICBRRET 27 —X&
ty FOBE, TROBHEDES /— FELIZRIL 7 XV e H
DF =Xty FDEETIELP OFERED GCN % EE % Z
DB 5. Self-training, Co-training, Union, Intersection, M3S &
FHIZ XNVONEEEIE VD DE Ty MMz 2k
T, MEMCE Ry TR — FREIOERERAHT 2. Ly
L, TS UEEE S TOBHREED D 2 720, BEHENICZ
Ry THENT 7 — FEOBRZFIH T 5 ANEPN 12D ERE
EDTH 5.

5.2.2  FlIFERERE (Q2)

% 312, Tesla V100 GPU with 16GB RAM _ T D& FED I
R DR % /RS, ANEPN (&8 \W B 2R L2 ds & fth
D GCN EFNED b EHRIZHEE 2R T L TWS. LPIZFTART
DFEOFTRD BRI ERT LTWED, ZOSHREEE
R2AUTRT LD ITHREFEL D & KIEIZEKW.  Self-training, Co-
training, Union, Intersection, M3S X GCN DI & (& d 4 b
BE72%, GCN &b billfuchkflzE 3 5. FFZ, Co-training,
Union, Intersection Tl W THIEE % & T 7= 8 KB FIRIREE]
PRV, GAT TIFHCEERBL W77 7B AAAEEA
DEED GCN D77 7 BAHAARBEE DG EIC LG HENZ
Wz®, GCN & b b FlREE»EW. 2 LT, ALaGCN KO*
ALaGAT B3 ZE#ETH 270D =2 —F 1%y sV —27 DJEE
ORI 2 EF 2720, FIRERAR L.

5.2.3 HEEXOHE (Q3)

Z ZTIZ EPL & ASL O KGR, VR, HDAANDEE
ZFM 3 5. F 412 ANEPN ¥ ANEPN %5 EPL %721 ASL
b L IEZ DM A I BRWGE (22 h “wio ASL”, “w/o
EPL”, “w/o EPL or ASL”) @ Cora 281} 2 0 fEMEE DR L %
3. RIRENS X ST, ANEPN ZHEEZHD BRWL =35
E &I DERHENEV. THUX EPL & ASL 2355 oM
FRHMBENTHZ Z e ERLTWVS. KR ASL ZED RV
LED “wlo ASL” 2 FEE LT, ASL 28 A3 3 Z ¥ Tl gk
ZELEEL T, ZOMRIEREDOM LIcokd o7z & 2R
5.

% 512 ANEPN ¥ ANEPN %5 EPL %713 ASL L < 3%
DI EE D BRV7235E (2R 2h “wlo ASL”, “w/o EPL”, “w/o
EPL or ASL”) ® Cora IZ8F % VR DfEREZZ 5. RITR

o 800 o 12k
S b=
£ 600 © 10k
@ & g
3 400 8 ek
c c K
2 200 g4
© © 2k
> 0 training stop = 0 training stop

0.7 e 0.7
Zos| W"MWWWMW o) ™
Sos i~ £o° M
§ 0.4 g 0.3
; 0.3 ; 0.4
o 0.2 8 0.3
= 0.1 F oz

0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400
Epoch Epoch
(a) Cora (b) Pubmed
2: IRAE DU T 2 53 FEFSFE (test accuracy) ¥ VR Df

650 900

F 600- o 800
[}

500- < 700

450 g 600

0.45

Test Accuracy Variance Ratio
o o o
O 2
w U1 u o un -

Test Accuracy

o
o 5 o
n oo oo
[
|
|

0 0.5 1.5 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Ma:gin Margin

(a) Cora (b) Citeseer

3 =Y TS 35 FREE (test accuracy) & VR DfE

XD LD, ANEPN FHEEEZWOBRWHEXDD VRO
EAEWV. ZOfEFRIZ ASL ¥ EPL IC & 2/EHIC & » Tl &
ZENTWAE. kbbb, (1)ASL XY 5 7 LTz, —F
HOMDAAERZITZ T, Bixd 77 AMT/— FED
AAETHEL T, (2) EBPL 3D AADLIEE § 2 Z & THIEMN
IRV — RALOEDAAZFEOT S 22T, ALY 7 AN
D/ — ROHDIAABDIREI DT 572D TH 5.

X 112 ANEPN % 721Z ANEPN 725 EPL %7213 ASL % L ¢
ZZF DT BRN35A D Cora 12813 %/ — FHEDIAA
DRt E RS, EHOAADAHILD I (SNE [32] Z W
T 64 XL (=FRNJEDRIT H) & 2 ZITITEML TV 5D, B
7 — FEDAAERL, Ef7 7R k> TBZITEINTY
2. PIHAME (K 1 (2) TEER 227 7 ABOERIGE L ol X
NTELY, ML 7 AND /) — REDAADEENTWS. L
H L, ANEPN I X 23, (K1) #4327 X/HT/ —
FHDAADDEEEN, FTZ 5 AND / — FEDIAARDED
WTW5., —/5T, EPL 721X ASL % L X Z DA %D
BRD5E (K1 (©), (d), () I2BWT /) — FHElDIAANRR 2
7 7 A THBEEE N TWiRw.

5.2.4 {&HER v RO (Q4)

ANEPN DSEYNARIE R v THEFIH L TW 2 02 MEET 5.



2 RBRBICHNT 2T AT — XD FEFEE (test accu-
racy) X OF VR D% /RLTW5. Z Z TR D “training stop”
& ANEPN 233 221 L 2R TOREBEEEZRLTWS.
7B, ZOEBRZBWVTIZFHGD 7291 “raining stop” DFIZ
FEHiTTWB. Citeseer I2B1) % “training stop”s’ Cora 12
BIFBFERLITW=D, Citeseer ICBIF 2 FERIFER LTV 3.
213 test accuracy M EFNZND T 712BV B i d B \WMEIC
MWW 7z8) ANEPN 25SEYNCHIFRZ 1L L TW5, 3bbiiY)
AR Ay TREFIEL TVWE 2 2RLTWA.

5.2.5 ©—I U5 X—XDEE (Q5)

K312, =Y VT X=X p 30 EEEYLY VRIZED XS
BB Z 2D EMAET 272D =T VT X —RITH
TEZNLDMEERLTWS. 7238 Pubmed IZBWVT B FIFED
RREPEDEBL TS, MATRT LI, v—I U
0 LD & %= test accuracy MU VR DEIXIEF IR V. Z i
ASL 2N A YTERIE S, BPBLEs gL TLES 0
TH5. —J, ASL » (b2 ELEET 2 X 5 1HBES 5 72
B, v—=I UM 1IHIIED {IZDNT test accuracy 2 TUF VR
DEPERT 2. LD, v~—I UK EWES
(K 3#HT 1.5 K h KEWHE), testaccuracy M TF VR DfEIZIR
DEs. T, ASLOEZEMADTETLEY, EPLIZ
X% — FDAADEREZHT 2 X5 EHL-DTHE %
ZAbN5.

6 ¥F & &

AFTIEZ L D GCN EFADEZ KR v THEiN T/ — RO
FEAATERV R L 2. 28 GCNs 32k v TN
72/ — FRIOBFREFAT 2 Z 223 TE 228, @EE, BVE
b, # L CHEYIREER Y THOBRPEEE Y WS 3 DDRRHE
CMEEND. LEOMERFERT 27201, AETIEZ Ry
THEN T 7 — FREIDOBMRZ RIS 5 ANEPN 2425 L
7=. EPL & ASL #A|fH3 % Z £ T, ANEPN (&S L@ FE
LI E N 22 R E Ry 7RO, — RAHDALE
GRS TES. X512, ANEPN Tl 5 L % 5
T % VR IZEDWTRIE R v TR FEICHICHIE$ 5. 3l
BRI2 X oT, ANEPN OF#&liH D /7 — RGHEAOENE TR
L7
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