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ABSTRACT
Variants of Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) for representation learning have been proposed recently and achieved fruitful results in
various fields. Among them, Graph Attention Network (GAT) first
employs a self-attention strategy to learn attention weights for
each edge in the spatial domain. However, learning the attentions
over edges can only focus on the local information of graphs and
greatly increases the computational costs. In this paper, we first
introduce the attention mechanism in the spectral domain of graphs
and present Spectral Graph Attention Network (SpGAT) that
learns representations for different frequency components regarding weighted filters and graph wavelets bases. In this way, SpGAT
can better capture global patterns of graphs in an efficient manner
with much fewer learned parameters than that of GAT. Further,
to reduce the computational cost of SpGAT brought by the eigendecomposition, we propose a fast approximation variant SpGATCheby. We thoroughly evaluate the performance of SpGAT and
SpGAT-Cheby in semi-supervised node classification tasks and verify the effectiveness of the learned attentions in spectral domain.
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Figure 1: Motivation: Separating the low- and highfrequency signals in both image and graph contributes
to the feature learning. Color bars in graphs indicate the
measurement of reconstructed edge weights.

KEYWORDS

ACM Reference Format:
Heng Chang, Yu Rong, Tingyang Xu, Wenbing Huang, Somayeh Sojoudi,
Junzhou Huang, and Wenwu Zhu. 2021. Spectral Graph Attention Network
with Fast Eigen-approximation. In DLG-KDD ’21: The Sixth International
Workshop on Deep Learning on Graphs: Methods and Applications, August
14-18, 2021, Virtual Conference. ACM, New York, NY, USA, 5 pages. https:
//doi.org/10.1145/1122445.1122456

graph representation learning, graph spectral analysis, graph neural
networks, deep learning

1

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies → Semi-supervised learning settings; Neural networks.

∗ Heng

Chang is supported by 2020 Tencent Rhino-Bird Elite Training Program.

Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for personal or
classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed
for profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and the full citation
on the first page. Copyrights for components of this work owned by others than ACM
must be honored. Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, or republish,
to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior specific permission and/or a
fee. Request permissions from permissions@acm.org.
DLG-KDD ’21, August 14-18, 2021, Virtual Conference
© 2021 Association for Computing Machinery.
ACM ISBN 978-1-4503-XXXX-X/18/06. . . $15.00
https://doi.org/10.1145/1122445.1122456

INTRODUCTION

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) [29] aim at imitating the expressive
capability of deep neural networks from grid-like data (e.g., images
and sequences) to graph structures. The fruitful progress of GNNs
in the past decade has made them a crucial kind of tools for a variety
of applications, from social networks [15], computer vision [34],
text classification [33], to chemistry [17].
Graph Attention Network (GAT) [26], as one central type of
GNNs introduces the attention mechanism to further refine the
convolution process in generic GCNs [13]. GAT, along with its variants [8, 27, 31, 35, 36], considers the attention in a straightforward
way: learning the edge attentions in the spatial domain. In this
sense, this attention can capture the local structure of graphs, i.e.,
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the information from neighbors. However, it is unable to explicitly
encode the global structure of graphs. Furthermore, computing the
attention weight for every edge in graphs is inefficient, especially
for large graphs.
In computer vision, a natural image can be decomposed into a low
spatial frequency component containing the smoothly changing
structure, e.g., background, and a high spatial frequency component describing the rapidly changing fine details, e.g., outlines [4].
Figure 1(a) ~ 1(c) depict the example of low- and high-frequency
components on a panda image. Obviously, the contribution of different frequencies varies with respect to different downstream tasks.
Similar pattern can be observed more naturally in graphs. According to graph signal processing (GSP), we can directly divide the lowand high-frequency components based on the ascending ordered
eigenvalues of Laplacian in graphs. The eigenvectors associated
with small eigenvalues carry smoothly varying signals, encouraging neighbor nodes to share similar values (local information). In
contrast, the eigenvectors associated with large eigenvalues carry
sharply varying signals across edges (global information) [7, 18].
As demonstrated in Figure 1(d) ~ 1(f), a barbell graph tends to retain the information inside the clusters when it is reconstructed
with only low-frequency components(1(e)), but reserve knowledge
between the clusters when constructed with only high-frequency
ones (1(f)). Moreover, recent works [7, 18] also reveal the different
contributions of low- and high-frequency components in graphs to
the learning of modern GNNs.
In this paper, to model the importance of low- and high-frequency
components in graphs, we propose to extend the attention mechanism to the spectral domain. In this way, we can explicitly encode
the structural information of graphs from a global perspective. Accordingly, we present Spectral Graph Attention Network (SpGAT).
In SpGAT, we choose the graph wavelets as the spectral bases and
decompose them into low- and high-frequency components with respect to their indices. Then we construct two distinct convolutional
kernels according to the low- and high-frequency components and
apply the attention mechanism on both kernels to capture their
importance respectively. Finally, an pooling function as well as
an activation function are applied to produce the output. Figure 2
provides an overview of the design of SpGAT. Furthermore, we
employ the Chebyshev polynomial approximation to compute the
spectral wavelets of graphs and propose an variant SpGAT-Cheby,
which is more efficient on large graphs. We thoroughly validate
the performance of SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby on five benchmarks
with fourteen competitive baselines. SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby
achieve state-of-the-art results on all of the datasets.

2

THE PROPOSED FRAMEWORK

We denote G = (V, E) as an undirected graph, where |V | = 𝑛 is
the set of 𝑛 nodes, and E is the set of edges, where (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ) ∈ E.
The adjacency matrix is defined as 𝑨 ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 , where 𝑨𝑖 𝑗 = 1
^=
indicates an edge (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 ). We denote 𝑫 as the degree matrix. 𝑨
^ −1/2 (𝑨 + 𝑰 ) 𝑫
^ −1/2 refers to the normalized adjacency matrix with
𝑫
^ = 𝑫 + 𝑰.
self-loop, where 𝑰 is the identity matrix and 𝑫
From the spatial perspective, GNNs can usually be viewed as the
feature aggregation among the neighbors of nodes in the spatial
domain of graphs. Therefore, we write the feed-forward layer of
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Figure 2: Overview of proposed Spectral Graph Attention
Network(SpGAT). Two distinct convolutional kernels according to the low- and high-frequency components are constructed and the attention mechanism is employed on both
kernels to capture the importance, respectively.
GNNs in a general form:

𝒉′𝑖 = 𝜎 AGG 𝑗 ∈N𝑖 (𝛼𝑖 𝑗 𝚯𝒉 𝑗 ) ,

(1)
𝑯′

where N𝑖 refers to the neighborhood set of node 𝑖 in graph.
=
{𝒉 1′T, · · · , 𝒉𝑛′T } are the output of hidden vectors from the layer with
𝑯 = {𝒉T1 , · · · , 𝒉𝑛T } as the input features. 𝜎 (·) refers to the activation
function, such as ReLU. 𝚯T ∈ R𝑝×𝑞 refers to the learning parameters of the layer, where 𝑝 and 𝑞 refer to the feature dimensions of
input and output, respectively. 𝛼𝑖 𝑗 refers to the aggregation weight
of neighbor 𝑗 for node 𝑖. AGG(·) refers to the aggregation function
that aggregates the output of each neighbor, such as SUM and
MEAN. For examples, VanillaGCN can be viewed as the special
^𝑖 𝑗 , and AGG(·) = SUM(·). Meancase of Eq. (1) where 𝛼𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑨
while, GAT proposes to compute the weight 𝛼𝑖 𝑗 by a self-attention
strategy and uses SUM as aggregation function.
Other than the neighbor aggregation in the spatial domain [13],
VanillaGCN can also be understood from the perspective of GSP
in the spectral domain:
𝑔𝜃 ★ 𝒙 = 𝑩𝑔𝜃 𝑩 T 𝒙 ,

(2)

where 𝒙 is a signal on every node. 𝑩 = {𝒃1, · · · , 𝒃𝑛 } are the spectral
bases extracted from the graph. 𝑔𝜃 = diag(𝜃 ) is a diagonal filter
parameterized by 𝜃 . Given Eq. (2), VanillaGCN can be viewed as the
spectral graph convolution based on the Fourier transformation on
graphs with the first-order Chebyshev polynomial approximations
[13]. Further, we can separate the spectral graph convolution into
two stages [30]:
feature transformation :𝑿 = 𝑯 𝚯T,
graph convolution :𝑯 ′ = 𝜎 (𝑩𝑭 𝑩 T 𝑿 ).

(3)

In Eq. (3), 𝑭 is a diagonal matrix for the kernel of graph convolution. For instance, the convolutional kernel for VanillaGCN is
𝑭 = diag(𝜆1, · · · , 𝜆𝑛 ), where {𝜆𝑖 }𝑛𝑖=1 are the eigenvalues of the nor^ in ascending order, while the spectral
malized Laplacian 𝑳 = 𝑰 − 𝑨
bases 𝑩 for VanillaGCN are the corresponding eigenvectors.

2.1

The Construction of SpGAT Layer

In this section, we start to describe the construction of SpGAT layer.
From the perspective of GSP, the diagonal values (𝑓1, · · · , 𝑓𝑛 ) on
𝑭 can be treated as the frequencies on graphs when they equal
to the eigenvalues. We denote the diagonal values with small /
large indices as the low / high frequencies, respectively. Meanwhile,
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the corresponding spectral bases in 𝑩 are low- and high-frequency
components. As discussed in Section 1, the low- and high-frequency
components carry different structural information in graphs. In this
vein, we first propose to split the spectral bases into two groups
and re-write Eq. (3) as follows:
T
𝑿 𝑳 = 𝑯 𝚯𝐿T, 𝑿 𝐻 = 𝑯 𝚯𝐻
,


T
𝑯 ′ = 𝜎 AGG(𝑩𝐿 𝑭𝐿 𝑩𝐿T 𝑿 𝐿 , 𝑩𝐻 𝑭𝐻 𝑩𝐻
𝑿𝐻 ) ,

(4)

where 𝑩𝐿 = (𝒃1, · · · , 𝒃𝑑 ) and 𝑩𝐻 = (𝒃𝑑+1, · · · , 𝒃𝑛 ) are the lowand high-frequency components, respectively. Here 𝑑 is a hyperparameter that determines the splitting boundary of low- and highfrequency. When AGG(·) = SUM(·), Eq. (4) is equivalent to the
graph convolution stage in Eq. (3).
In Eq. (4), 𝑭𝐿 and 𝑭𝐻 can also be viewed as the importances of
the low- and high-frequency. Therefore, we introduce the learnable
attention weights by exploiting the re-parameterization trick:


T
𝑯 ′ = 𝜎 AGG(𝑩𝐿 𝜶 𝐿 𝑩𝐿T 𝑿 𝐿 , 𝑩𝐻 𝜶𝐻 𝑩𝐻
𝑿𝐻 ) .
(5)
In Eq. (5), 𝜶 𝐿 = diag(𝛼 𝐿 , · · · , 𝛼 𝐿 ) and 𝜶𝐻 = diag(𝛼𝐻 , · · · , 𝛼𝐻 ) are
parameterized by two learnable weights 𝛼 𝐿 and 𝛼𝐻 , respectively.
To ensure 𝛼 𝐿 and 𝛼𝐻 are positive and comparable, we normalize
them by the softmax function in an attention manner:
exp (𝛼 ∗ )
𝛼 ∗ = softmax(𝛼 ∗ ) = Í
, ∗ = 𝐿, 𝐻 .
∗ exp(𝛼 ∗ )

Choice of Spectral Bases

(6)

where 𝑼 is the eigenvectors of the normalized Laplacian 𝑳 =

^ 𝑔𝑠 (𝜆) = diag 𝑔𝑠 (𝜆1 ), 𝑔𝑠 (𝜆2 ), . . . , 𝑔𝑠 (𝜆𝑛 ) is a scaling ma𝑰 − 𝑨.
trix with heat kernel scaled by hyperparameter 𝑠. The inverse of
graph wavelets 𝚿𝑠−1 (𝜆) is obtained by simply replacing 𝑔𝑠 (𝜆) with
𝑔𝑠 (−𝜆) [7]. Smaller indices in graph wavelets correspond to lowfrequency components and vice versa. Overall, the architecture of
SpGAT layer with graph wavelet 𝚿𝑠 as bases can be written as:


−1
−1
𝑿 = 𝑯 𝚯T , 𝑯 ′ = 𝜎 AGG(𝚿𝑠𝐿 𝜶 𝐿 𝚿𝑠𝐿
𝑿, 𝚿𝑠𝐻 𝜶𝐻 𝚿𝑠𝐻
𝑿) .

3

FAST APPROXIMATION OF SPGAT

In SpGAT, directly computing the transformation according to
Eq. (6) is intensive for large graphs, since diagonalizing Laplacian 𝑳
commonly requires O (𝑛 3 ) computational complexity. Fortunately,
we can employ the Chebyshev polynomials to fast approximate the
spectral graph wavelets without eigen-decomposition[11].
Theorem 1. Let 𝑠 be the scaling parameter in the heat kernel
𝑔𝑠 (𝜆) = 𝑒 −𝜆𝑠 , and 𝑀 be the degree of the Chebyshev polynomial
approximation for the scaled wavelet (larger value of 𝑀 yields more
accurate approximation but higher computational cost in the opposite),
then the graph wavelet is given by
𝑀

Another important design is the choice of the spectral basis. Instead of Fourier bases, we choose graph wavelets as spectral bases
in SpGAT following the observation on the advantages of spectral wavelets in recent works [7, 30]. Formally, the wavelet on a
graph 𝜓𝑠𝑖 (𝜆) is defined as the signal resulting from the modulation
in the spectral domain of a signal 𝒙 centered around the associated node 𝑖 [11, 24]. Then, given a graph 𝐺, the graph wavelet
transformation is conducted by employing a set of wavelets 𝚿𝑠 =
(𝜓𝑠 1 (𝜆1 ),𝜓𝑠 2 (𝜆2 ), . . . ,𝜓𝑠𝑛 (𝜆𝑛 )) as bases:
𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) = 𝑼𝑔𝑠 (𝜆)𝑼 T ,

Parameter Complexity of SpGAT

𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) =

Theoretically, there are many approaches to re-parameterize 𝜶 𝐿
and 𝜶𝐻 , such as self-attention w.r.t the spectral basis 𝒃𝑖 . However,
these kinds of re-parameterization can not reflect the nature of
low- and high-frequency components. On the other hand, they may
introduce too many additional learnable parameters, especially
for large graphs. These parameters might prohibit the efficient
training due to the limited amount of training data in graph learning,
especially under the graph-based semi-supervised setting.

2.2

2.3

In Eq. (7), aiming to further reduce the parameter complexity, we
share the parameters in feature transformation stage for 𝑿 𝐿 and
𝑿 𝐻 , i.e., 𝚯𝐿 = 𝚯𝐻 . In this way, we reduce the parameter complexity
from O (2 × (𝑝 × 𝑞 + 1)) to O (𝑝 × 𝑞 + 2), which is nearly the same
as VanillaGCN, which is O (𝑝 × 𝑞). The parameter complexity of
SpGAT is much less than that of GAT with 𝐾-head attention, which
is O ((𝑝 + 2) × 𝑞 × 𝐾). Comparing with GAT, which captures the
local structure of graphs from spatial domain, our proposed SpGAT
could better tackle global information by combining the low- and
high-frequency features explicitly from spectral domain.

(7)

Õ
1
˜ 𝑐𝑖,𝑠 = 2𝑒 𝑠 𝐽𝑖 (𝑠),
𝑐𝑖,𝑠 𝑇𝑖 ( 𝑳),
𝑐 0,𝑠 +
2
𝑖=1

(8)

˜ is the 𝑖𝑡ℎ order Chebyshev polynomial,
where 𝑳˜ = 𝜆 2 𝑳 − 𝑰 , 𝑇𝑖 ( 𝑳)
max
and 𝐽𝑖 (𝑠) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.
Theorem 1 can be derived from Section 6 in [11]. It should be
noted that though [30] discusses the possibility to bring the method
from [11] into approximating wavelets but with integral operations,
we make the first attempt to integrate Theorem 1 into practice.
Moreover, to accelerate the computation, we build a look-up table
for the Bessel function 𝐽𝑖 (𝑠) to avoid additional integral operations.
With this Chebyshev polynomial approximation, the computational cost of the spectral graph wavelet is decreased to O (𝑀 ∥E ∥ +
𝑀𝑛), where ∥E ∥ is the total number of edges. Due to the real world
graphs are usually sparse, this computational reduction can be
very significant. We denote SpGAT with Chebyshev polynomial
approximation as SpGAT-Cheby. As for SpGAT-Cheby, instead
of using eigen-decomposition, we directly employ Eq.(8) to speed
up the computation of the spectral wavelets 𝚿𝑠 (𝜆). After that, the
approximated 𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) are seamlessly fed into the original SpGAT.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Experimental Setup
Joining the practice of previous works, we mainly focus on five
node classification benchmarks under semi-supervised setting with
different graph size, feature type and public splitting, including
three citation networks: Citeseer, Cora and Pubmed [22], a coauthor network: Coauthor CS, and a co-purchase network: Amazon
Photo [19]. Statistical overview of all datasets can be found in [23].
We thoroughly evaluate the performance of SpGAT with fourteen representative baselines:
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Figure 3: The performance of SpGAT w.r.t the proportion
of low-frequency 𝑑 on citation datasets. The best fraction is
marked with the dashed vertical line.
• Traditional graph embedding methods: DeepWalk [21]
and Planetoid [32];
• Spectral-based GNNs: ChebyNet [5], VanillaGCN [13],SGC
[28], GWNN [30], ARMA [3], and GZoom(DGI) [6];
• Spatial-based GNNs: GGNN [16], GraphSAGE [10], GAT [26],
HyperGraph [2], HighOrder [20], and APPNP [14].
For all experiments, a 2-layer neural network is constructed using
TensorFlow [1] with 64 hidden units. We train our model utilizing
the Adam optimizer [12] with an initial learning rate 𝑙𝑟 = 0.01.
Early stopping is used with a window size of 100. Most training processes are stopped in less than 200 steps as expected. We initialize
the weights following [9], employ 5 × 10−4 L2 regularization and
dropout the input and hidden layers to prevent overfitting [25]. For
constructing wavelets, we set 𝑠 = 1, 𝑡 = 1 × 10−4 for SpGAT, and
𝑀 = 1, 𝑠 = 2 and 𝑡 = 1 × 10−4 for SpGAT-Cheby on all datasets.
In addition, we employ the grid search to determine the best 𝑑 of
low-frequency components and the impact of this parameter would
be discussed in Section 4.3. Two variants with MEAN-pooling and
MAX-pooling are implemented to demonstrate the effectiveness of
aggregation function in SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby. Without other
specification, we use MAX-pooling in both models.

4.2

Semi-supervised Node Classification

Table 1 summaries the results on all datasets. For all baselines, we
reuse the results from their public literature. From Table 1, we have
these findings: (1) Clearly, the attention-based GNNs (GAT, SpGAT
and SpGAT-Cheby) achieve relatively better performance across
all datasets. It validates that the attention mechanism can capture
the important patterns from either spatial or spectral perspective.
(2) Specifically, SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby achieve the best performance across all datasets. Particularly on Coauthor CS, the best
accuracy by SpGAT-Cheby-MAX is 92.5% and it is better than the
previous best (90.7%), which is regarded as a remarkable boost
considering the challenge on this benchmark. (3) Compared with
MEAN aggregation, MAX aggregation seems to be a better choice
for both models. This may due to that MAX aggregation can preserve the significant signals learned by SpGAT. (4) It is worthy to
note that to achieve such results, both SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby
only employ the attention on low- and high-frequency of graphs in
spectral domain, while GAT needs to learn the attention weights
on every edge in spatial domain. It verifies that SpGAT is more
efficient than GAT, since the global information of graphs can be
better captured from spectral domain while with less parameters.

4.3

Ablation Studies

4.3.1 The Impact of Proportion of Low-frequency Components 𝑑.
To evaluate the impact of the hyperparameter 𝑑, we fix the other

Table 1: Experimental results (in percentage) on semisupervised node classification.
Model
DeepWalk [21]
Planetoid [32]
ChebyNet [5]
VanillaGCN [13]
GWNN [30]
ARMA [3]
SGC [28]
GZoom(DGI) [6]
GGNN [16]
GraphSAGE [10]
GAT [26]
HyperGraph [2]
HighOrder [20]
APPNP [14]

Citeseer
43.2
64.7
69.8
70.3
71.7
70.9
71.9
71.7
64.6
67.2
72.5
71.2
64.2
72.7

Cora
67.2
75.7
81.2
81.5
82.8
83.3
81.0
83.2
77.6
74.5
83.0
82.7
76.6
83.1

Pubmed
65.3
77.2
74.4
79.0
79.1
78.4
78.9
77.1
75.8
76.8
79.0
78.4
75.0
79.1

Coauthor CS
−
−
90.5
89.8
90.3
90.6
89.3
88.9
86.6
90.1
85.5
86.9
84.2
90.7

Amazon Photo
−
−
89.6
90.6
88.5
86.4
90.1
89.3
74.1
90.1
89.7
87.5
26.1
91.8

SpGAT-MEAN
SpGAT-MAX
SpGAT-Cheby-MEAN
SpGAT-Cheby-MAX

71.6 ± 0.2
72.1 ± 0.2
70.0 ± 0.2
71.1 ± 0.4

82.6 ± 0.3
83.7 ± 0.2
80.7 ± 0.4
82.1 ± 0.3

80.3 ± 0.2
80.6 ± 0.3
78.3 ± 0.3
80.2 ± 0.2

91.0 ± 0.3
91.6 ± 0.3
91.1 ± 0.2
92.1 ± 0.1

91.8 ± 0.3
91.4 ± 0.2
92.4 ± 0.1
92.8 ± 0.2

Table 2: Running time (𝑠) comparison for obtaining spectral
wavelets 𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) between SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby.
Models
Citeseer
Cora
Pubmed

Eigen-decomposition
11.23
5.79
1185.12

Fast approximation
5.19 (~2.2×)
2.78 (~2.1×)
150.79 (~7.9×)

hyperparameters and vary 𝑑 from 0 to 100% linearly to run SpGAT
on citation datasets. Figure 3 depicts the mean (in bold line) and
variance (in light area) of every 𝑑. As shown in Figure 3, the mean
value curve of three datasets exhibits similar pattern, that is, the
best performance is achieved when 𝑑 is small. The best proportions
of low-frequency components are 15%, 5% and 10% for Citeseer,
Cora and Pubmed, respectively. In the other words, consistently,
only a relatively small fraction of components needs to be treated
as low-frequency components in SpGAT. This finding is consistent
with the argument from [18], which has discussed that a small
fraction of low-frequency components already contains sufficient
information for the reconstruction of signals. Thus it might be a
good choice to select a small 𝑑 for our model when generalizing
to other datasets. A theoretically heuristic method to determine 𝑑
could be interesting and will be left for future exploration.
4.3.2 Time Efficiency of SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby. As discussed
in Section 3, we propose the fast approximation of spectral wavelets
𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) according to Chebyshev polynomials. To elaborate its efficiency, we compare the time cost of calculating 𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) between via
eigen-decomposition (SpGAT) and fast approximation (SpGATCheby). We report the mean time cost of SpGAT and SpGATCheby with second-order Chebyshev polynomials after 10 runs for
citation datasets. As shown in Table 2, we can find that this fast approximation can greatly accelerate the training process. Specifically,
SpGAT-Cheby runs 7.9× times faster than SpGAT for obtaining
𝚿𝑠 (𝜆) on the relatively large dataset Pubmed. It further validates
the scalability of the fast approximation approach.
Meanwhile, we also compare the running time cost of 200 epochs
among our proposed methods, VanillaGCN and GAT on Pubmed
dataset, and the results can be found in Figure 4. We can observe
that SpGAT runs slightly faster than GAT. Furthermore, with the
fast approximation technique, SpGAT-Cheby saves nearly half of
the time comparing with GAT and achieves comparable efficiency

Spectral Graph Attention Network with Fast Eigen-approximation

Running Time (s)

10000
8000
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Figure 4: Running time (𝑠) comparison on Pubmed.
against VanillaGCN. It further confirms the efficiency of the proposed approximation on spectral wavelets.
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CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose SpGAT, a novel spectral-based graph
convolutional neural network to learn the representation of graphs
with respect to different frequency components in the spectral
domain. By introducing the distinct trainable attention weights
for low- and high-frequency components, SpGAT can effectively
capture both local and global information in graphs and enhance
the performance of GNNs. Furthermore, a fast variant SpGATCheby based on Chebyshev polynomial approximation is proposed
to accelerate the spectral graph wavelets calculation and benefit
the scalability. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt
to adopt the attention mechanism to the spectral domain of graphs.
It is expected that SpGAT and SpGAT-Cheby could shed light on
building more efficient architectures for the area of graph learning.
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