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Abstract

Graph Neural Networks (GNN) are a deep learning model for processing graph-structured data.
With the wide application of graph data, such as social networks, recommendation systems, and
bioinformatics, researchers are working to improve the performance and expression of GNN. As a
powerful tool, attention mechanisms have been widely used in the field of deep learning to help
models learn and utilize critical information more efficiently. In this paper, the concepts of graph
neural network and attention mechanism are briefly described, and then the traditional graph at-
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tention network combined with attention mechanism in graph neural network is introduced in
detail. Some improvements and variants of graph attention network models have been proposed
in recent years. Finally, the future development direction and research trend are summarized and
prospected.
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1. 5|15

AR, BEAE N TR GEAEE AL PO R e, IR AT D — P B 2 (0 K U0 46 32 0 . 1
Bl 2 — M TR M Hr I R RIEHR A, 8l s AE R UL A AR IX e A AT PAH
TR EIR S, Bl Mg, FiRERE . SSGEM L. EEFH LRSS, EEdE 2R T
BRI AT M2, EEE AT A B BATER AR A P 2 B R A R B X a5 M a4k . AE 3
ARG, EEEETT U TS A 2 1R R SREG, AT SRS . fE2EE B e,
Paw HI -0 TS R (R ELAE O ROR A M 2% o b, BB rT N T 2% 24, et ir, 22
T AN A8 A o

TR ST A ERR A T Kt S0 5 AR e O R St sl ) B St AN RD, LS e e AT e s i fe 2
SR Z R R 2 R R A AR A SR B B i, BRATTAT B R S AR Z 18] B OR AR I 2% A Lk
AR AR GE R, DUOAHEAT RN AN HE R o S8 I RN R AN 0 A BIK , 3RATTAT LAERAS BER N AT G2 A0 R g
PSR, HHEBN AU A AT BIHT -

Bt P e PO I 2 S, TSN DO AR R 2R ST R PR P 2 ST B AR AL AT 3 A e et A
RAWFET, EthamMERIame, oy e B —Fe Kk T A,

2. EMEMLg

2005 4%, Gori %5 N [1]4 70 B e il AL G Ak B 535, R BRI EREE, B
HAEREAT A, FH RNIN SR ZE1T 5545 BRI o) B0 A2, k3R T B N 450X — M

EIFR 2 28 VR N — PR BE R R R 22 2] 7, BAE NS T RUHES (a0, 5 s 28[2]. SRR [3].
DRI AT B 43 5[5 B0 4 25 18] v 2 S35 s A0 B R AR . 5 AL G B i N 7 125 (RIVAE RS 43 iR [6]
FIBE ML 4 (Random walk-based) [7] [8] [9]/45F], GNNs J& ik AN [F] it 4 22 /) 4% [i] i 27 7 1 ) 45 ) A g 1k kel
fiE, BT IXFEA I, GNNs w] LUR H 48 Hh A -4 2 FE 4544 [10] .

LA 1 2 X 208 8 o RS AT SR 23 [A) 3. i P o 8 o ¢ 5 3 R B i N PR (5 5 A 3 s
PRI EAR R . BURY ) 7724 Spectral CNN [11]. ChebNet [12]. GCN [2]%%. i GNN J2& J& T~ B 48
Helty, I HSRZURH T R b AR (2] — B T RIRISE M, s ARMER 2 ik e B 5 — AN
B b o 1725 1) P o 22 ) % T SR R 28 D £ (MPNIN) [13]E01E FH T, B2 A ATR I3 ro ik AR 1ty 558 2 M 5
HE R R S ALE R EE, M4 (Graph Networks) [1417E 3 EAL AL T X & B R0 2 1 2%
HEAT THE A0, SRR AATRT B AR S ARG 2 2 2 AR R A5
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BT 2 1AM A R B X 2 R [T S 5 A BE RS HY R (O I B 5 AR 22 R 4, 2 113 R 5 B
222 NI U R, BT EREEAR R Y R R G ek B, SRV BARRRNLH, BB R =
R R FEY Fp 01 R R AT SRR SR BE BT 3R s 0 T RURFIE . CNIN A I IR A, 4% R ) B A AR
PRI 25% 1E J& N CNIN (1R 5 AR L) 3t 1 A2 H R SR AN 8 A P2 oK 58 Al GNING SR &0 1 s 6 H 1Y

L AR AT 32 30 (0 26 L 22 1% 2% (Graph Convolutional Network, GCN) %5 =48 GCN [2], % GCN
E R BRI 10 B S5 M B 2458 . GCN - % B B3R Fh 45 MRS RURHIEAS BEAT % 2], GCN W 1945
FABEHL S A5 0 AR 1 SRR E A B AR RN o A1 AU RRAE 5 L0 5 15 R I ARFALE 42 AR
FFHATIBURAN, FA A SRR 1 R (AR 5 B o X RIS SR (1) A% ] DLEAE 2 — P s B AR 48,
IR AT RS SRR SRR B X BRI, AN RUERT DA AR JE Y S
5 RAHTER, MR MRoR . Kipf 55 A0 3 ZE5TERE 100 248 BOUR BE IR, TR/ 2I 4 o8 2
BE— DR TE T HER RN ST R ) o AHRAZ T VR SRR 7E T il A EAUA b I BB A RE
ITNZR, X TR ARG (R BRI DR b e A 1) P& T RN A a B[] L c . 857> GCN A8 ] L
I HE S Z A BRI EEAT IR Z 1 B ERAE, AT SEIL T SR S5 A AN ST 55, ol HoA
TR S AR 20 I 25 107 381 ] 4t T AR HESE .

GCN 524 FI] F B Fa S5 A RO sRRAE A5 B2 S0 10 AU RS BB it I & /B S, (B H
SRAEE & AR R B EIEAT 2 2], AREEBZ A B AT AL, MBS R A AR B AR A I
GCN FE Y 7 51 31 S5, AT 25 5% B T S84 - ks, William L. Hamilton 556 A [15]32 H T GraphSAGE
k2% (Graph Sample and Aggregate), %M FE W0 SRR RIFFIANE R G . GraphSAGE ¥ GCNs §™
JRBVADNI o B SIAE S5, BRRS ] FH AR SRR S B AR AT U RO A T RN . Hokzol
SEAR R AT 2 2] — A B BN H AR RO R AR b G I 8 BRI RHAEAS S, . GraphSAGE i KAt 15 i
408 7 BRI TS R R A, ERFFTHERCRIFER, T S0 T XEE . GraphSAGE W44 & —Fil
BT RPN B PP I 2 208, FH T R BRI RASE B H50H o 122 P00 4 P9t Dy A 3 KRS PR i A 41 7 — sy
R R R A AN 3T 77 1%

KZH GNN XA i — R, ER G AL RS B % & A F T s otk SR, Bt 5t
H B SR M RS 1Y), AAHDCI T s [AMFAEESE, X S 3 GNNs 2 2] 2RI RN, A X 240k
M R ARRULZ I, Petar Velickovié 55 A\ [16]4&H T GAT M 4% (Graph Attention Network), X% T-1%
Sir) GCN WERAEAY, AP AL S 070 e SR 19 s RRAS, GAT Mg A5 slRE L eItk R &
BARNFEEEMAEEE . GAT PZ I & I 1T B S BAE R AR G 5IN 1SRG At 4z,
457 SRR AR B ARG DA R BRI SR G AR AT T R RHIE . X FPHLRIFEAL BRI 2 0 R KU I 48
AT B 8T T E AT 55 R R KRS . Rk, GAT WL LE Eph 2t 48 A b s T2 B . 31
HArA L, C&H KEMEETE R LG I B2 M4 . GNNs 133 3 7 AT USLH FAS R 11 254038
SER BN ERR 23 DA SN i AN A [ R

2018 4, Keyulu Xu %5 A[17142H T GIN %% (Graph Isomorphism Network), GIN & ({28 T
g R P i 4 ) e o SR o A, A S35 1 R e £ 9N 4 1 A R ] 0 40 4k S5 R LR (AT 45 Isf W] BB A7 1k
AERR . T GIN 2% i i 5 F 2 50 I R SR A SR AR i1 s, AT BRI I 45 i (5 5, Tk B i 2
FAME B GmAL AT s RRAE (AR A . 7E GNN BEAL T, GIN M4 2 — Rl BB NAATE. iR TS B
LML B, SN T BRI R R B, GIN PIZ I Bt B 5 42 ORIF 78 TAE P48 T BRI,
A T2 T EFEMKY AR, [FK, GIN W4tk ab 3 75 2% 18 P R R R A 55 44k 7 —Fh
AR THEAT L. I, GIN 28 78 1 22 ) 25 et HL A B 2L s AL AR .

DAL 3 B0 PR o 0 X 28 i DI SR B R 20 L ) PRI A 28 I 8 A TR SO A T T B (R R BRI A 41, R i e it
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IR I AR, S USSR IE A1 13 T X e AL 2 (0 P A 22 X 2%t i LR AR 22 AR AABEAY ,  [R] I E AR 22 T
TR IR L, PRI 22 0 25 U T LR R SR L 1V 2 QBT A A MUY, DI of AN [ F 1] oo 2 A
AN T3 AT 75 R o JX LT ) P 28 I 2 SRR FE R R S5 40 | A5 JE A% 0 07 SXAN SR SRR A T T AT 17 St A,
HEZN) T B2 0 25 1) A SR AN

3. ABIH

HE IR N — TR AT sk Z0 0 ThRe, 78 HH RS, AT@EE . Wit flsesE sy
HBRREIEE, (R ANERX LA ARG B2 ETIC e G F A Z TR, REM AN A SETE
iy X R F A A 2 RN A A RIS Bk E A, ARG S, xR R ER 1. &
FEFNAERT N RIS TR, AR5 b At SIS AL B R 14 = 244 B 18]

HE MR AR IR R R G 2 T AARES A GuitaEs] . BRI, 15 R
U OEAR . I NEEF B — AN 5, 8 2R B s — e ST R, BlanshEsm
VIR EE S B, T T B I ST BE S B ML ZBE [19]. ER AN B R EEEE . 2
AMAS BIIGES), HHEE SIS HRERE, DUERA RSO T I E 2GR, Fik, BrEy B
P 1 T R B v /K P [20]
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Figure 1. Attention mechanism network architecture
1 EBSNEIMERIEE

TER I 5 — R R AR G AT [22], B dE R TR R 2 AL S L i R
FEATARAL, TR R G P4 A EE, el T T BEAER AR AR H 3G 0 T R AR R (R REAE DT
Beo SCHR[231FH RN v B 152 7 — ANRFEARE, S IR v B R 5 M LU o, g
g S RS BT RAE SR B FLPRIEAS I & BB ARFIBUE, (RPN EE TR 5, TR BRE
ARG, I HIEAAEREHLG], A DAER NSRS AR, TR E I EIRERET, BRI A4 2
T BN S A TERHUEI IR M4 (RNN)SES, I HAEIERE 3T T — R K

Google mind AIBAE 2014 KPRt 22 4 26 (RNN) AL L attention ML &5 & [24], FIH A= FIHLHDFRE
SE I X IGHEAT 5 A AR A B o 2R 2 NI R JIWE A, AR 5 SR SR E B R R sE 1R 4y
KT NEMERRE B, BAASFEERRPERR, m2eEERHTrRHER. o TE5%
TR, XMERIAR AR ARG, A R P M A R B A, AR (PR R
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[F4F, Bahdanau 5% A[25]F&H T —Fpdk T-VERE SIMLHI AR A AL, X R0 SORHE R IHLE A T
MU BEATSS, A AL AR AR AR S N 5] 1A [F)30 3 3 BC AN [R) Ry R, DMEZE R P AR P e
PEHOCVER N AT ARG 4 I 5INVER N, 1A A Re e B0 4t AL B K A) T B BT 5%, 3R
THLZSRH M RE R RIARE Sy XTI TAE NG SE M B LB 7o B8 7 & hth. 2017 4, Vaswani 25N
[26]# T —Fh 42 4 Transformer fFRZE /A28 2884, /048 T DL E TR R JINLE] A FEAS B 56 1 Transformer #52,
A3 R IHUHIAS B AR RIS R I HLEIHE [ T 2 RO 77 Al A 3 R 0L B 5 A8
13 Transformer 7£ [ S815 5 AL BRI AD P FIAE AT 55 TR U T R M PERESR T, RN T VR 2 A b (1) 8
BRI B

2021 4F, Kitaev [271% %} Transformer 158 75 &b B 7 51 SCAR B A7 LR B33 = WU E 508 4 5 s Ay
A7 RCRART I AT o5t 3R T — AN BB AL 4244 Reformer, #4 Transformer HH ¥ S BUE = 1 B 40 5
AL B UG AR ). Transformer w2 SkiE R 1R AT IFE IR SN, BV E AN B S 2 A
attention score 7 Z2K 2 A HEE I NERKRFIL S EOTHER K, ArbWNAFE 2 . Reformer Wik 7 HREE
BURIEAER ), RBZRIERTT. SRR AR T — N R, AL R R TLRCE — &2,
AN 2R B A AT BE I Rl Xt o AT 56 AT R A FH ] FH P A7

1F HARTE 5 A HEZE 7 TH, Transformer A1 Reformer ik S AE MR AVE I AT A T BRI BTk«
XSS R PR 45 HAh L RF 7T 2 B 3R T B B, DR R AL N S AHE S () 22 I 48 Skt 2
AW SRR BE BT, MR T AR A R

TEARZEN G, 33 R FIHLH RES SCTE A SC I A5 BT 2R A S5 B, BEiEE AN ShHH 2 [
IR R, MAFESIEIR, AT, BT TR S[28] [29]. Hk, = IIVLHI 5k
TAEGAR N 2 i — BE TR . AR G2 I 2% FE R N AC BE IS I PR R T B, T = AL B e A Rl
BRI K FE I P A, MTHE s RGE I TERE . Ak, A5 G 48 0 45 75 A 3 AN A 35 1R i N B 1 5 28
FART, MER VLG GRS XA SR M. F4h, G4 WS TERHE SR ORI 54k 7 HIAFTEAS A2
T = JIHU AT DA — 2536 50 R G ARAE (R ORISR AL RE J0 . DRI, R IHLHIAM s> T B R
AR T RGNS, FIRHHR T @A #i S B [30] [31]. MUbmT W, VER MR R % ) 4
P 245 73 DUV e

H B B ek, (A A 2EH B TR UGS B E MG s, RS M4
W, VERIPUEI AT LR T s AT B O AT 55, DAFS B AR Y B 4y A R PR S5 R A . 7R T SR
MRS T, FERIHLHI AT DU SRS fUZ TR R 58 REEAT @A ATINAL . 7E BIZON A S5 T I pL el
AR St P R AN [R50 7 ) B M AT R AR . 28 B RTIA, Y s ML e S A 2 TR ) G R B 1Y A
RRAE 7™ R F B AR ) B 4 AL B PRI S5 A B, AN I B2 T B 248 0 245 1) i

4. BEER MRS
4.1 ZRETEHME

2018 4 Velickovié B KT /1ML (Attention) 55 B £ W 28 MR AT 25 5 [16], St 1 BRI M4
117 (Graph Attention Network, GAT). GAT A% 0o TAF I #Z il i yE = AR S ¢ R, GAT
SR AT S HAR R SR BEE IAE, SRS R IR IX AR SR BT AR . Ed T AR
11058 5 B 107 A GAT fig 5 a4 2 B P 0 454015 B o AETHRRCE S E A 445 B0 5 T, GAT
KA T BT Transformer BT B = L, HAESE— LM EE S IEME, 8 EEE DI ERE
W RURANTE NN, S 4 S RN 1 N2 I B TR FAR Y AU IRON . BRIV T 4%
W E 2 Fios.
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Figure 2. GAT network structure
& 2. GAT Mg 45H4

EF 2(a)Ron T R T A A T AT, B 2(0) RoRIE A AR HATIR AR T 2 Sk MTEE AL
IR S BT B SRR .
T J AR T TR B TR AR

exp(LeakyReLU(aT [wh, IIWh,-]))

- > exp(Lr—zakyReLU(aT [Wh ||Whj]))

keN;

ij

Ferfr, oy FRAT AL J AR T 80T RO T, W T BRI AR, o FORBUE A RS
| Zor AR I PR, LeakyReLU A& IEZe M B0 . R 2% ) BRI R 7 Rl o] DASE XS A5 A
FR)BE T -
hi’:a[z agwkhjj
jeN;

TE GAT sEbrig 5y, MEFIEN 1 2 KER V], Bt E Rl — N 48 “Es/ik”
EER e, BNESEMES TR —HER 08, HHARENERT, Ira ks kg R e
B E B R, DASRRA R RN o X AL, AN R ) S AT DASE BN R )RR ER
TR, TAERS GAT e B2 MEE . KB, HRBTHE KANAEREZE ], A5 3]

h'= |K| o{ z ail;thj]
k=1 jeN;

R G P 28 00 248 7 1A 71 s R L DR g 368 R R FR7 B 1 1~ P59 ] A Fh SR SR A0 £ K 2T
M7 TR RO Y R AR R R o TR AU TSR R (MR U, AR AR LU
SYBCRCE, AT ASEIUN Y R Z IR G R FORS A AR . ARDUSE B 007 R AR R IR S I RS S i AL, A
MR T 5 2T ARG R AR R 1 5 B X FERENS SEMERfRIA T 2 AR R, RN E A =
SCHIRFAE o

FEET, 35 R 2 AR EAR 515 B R AR . SR, ARG R A M 4 T7 158 A 518
T IR B AT SR T R T A S 2 B DG R o VR R MU AT DURE T A A B, S A% )
FRAIEIEREE . R BRI, B AT DL ) BN U T RS 58 R AN BT S R
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LA RE S RA e . IR, AT R DUE R R A WS A R B ORI, TS
LS e AT AR B (K RFAE AR K o

VETE I BAT Bl B G R PG NP, W] DAARER B v (g AN S8 P AR 7 o 2R TS b 5 1) B o
TR B (A T AR, BT g LAY BT 2 ORI AR . VRIS I AR A
FETHRABUE /) AC,  BE05 3 4 Il S AN [R5 i 2 (B BRI DL, AT 3 et A I Bt K AL B RE 7 [
I, E R AL AT DA I 3 AR, U R S R AR, SR T AR S R R

4.2. FRHIHHIE GNN FHEMBIRR

H GAT BAUHE H DAk, F 70 AT FIRE s DR VR 2 oML kN 28 R X 28 o () 4% A, LR 3
I3 X I T LAERVE B T L 75 PR 48 I 285 8- 7 TRl PR 5 A T B o

SCHR[32]7F B 4t %% (Graph Auto-Encoder, GAE)&Rli 51 N R AiHLH], $El 7 —F B #RR
22 B ) H 4% 4% (Graph Attention Auto-encoder, GATE). GATE 7£ 45 a3 Al iR &3 2 A 51\ B
RSO, X s R A B SRS BT E R . RS, KRG 1 S 4T SRR B B — A
RYER TR0, FHER R R LI AT 2 (B B0 RBAT @R, W sUBMHEAE AV RIL . —ZHE
PR JIHU, AR AR 1 A5 R (A D AR OB T R oR . FERRIGER T, RHR4ER R EE N R IR
(R ETT SRR, Rt LB T AR M. MRS RR I 2 R E S YD 8 IE R EXT L. B Ab,
X RN AT IENAG DL E M B 458 . 1T GATE HEZEATE BRI AR g5 4, DR KIE F g8 2] .
TESEMERHR R S 0 AT %, GATE RIUH , St BRI UT &8 B A s K 5E 4 71,

2018 4F, #RHL T 148 1M 4% (Gated Attention Networks, GaAN) [33], GaAN A[ET1£4 GAT %
SRS #4883 Hf 4 00 7 SN s AN R R IR FIOBCE, R Rk, B G
GRS BT RCR I E N, GaAN N, ZIER NS BRI R RHMEE B, (HIFAR
B SRR ML STER AR 2 AE R, e —SkiER IR S HIR B CH G R, MA—MERTHAERRT
HER S SR SR R AT . Kk GaAN NEAMER Sk AR T T AFMAEE, CUkES
Z I E BT RR AR AEE, SEROS O AR . GaAN B —/NMF 0 (IRE )
AL (P E V) Z R IR, AR A BRI E BN G2 kI RREESE, BAMSEIT18E
FREEHNAL:

K
Y, =FC, (x @l [gfk’ Y ol'FCl, (2 )D

=1 jeN;

g, =(0".07 - 0) =, (%.2)
Hrf, FC, () RRGMEAY IR AR REIE HE, © REBARE, K ZIEBIHBIOBRE, o) BRI |
AL J ISR K SRTHZME, NGRS W ATRYE B QR SEPrms ZoRET 0T, SR 1A
B KA BEAT I3 -
- 1
g; =FCy, [xi (vBmax({FCf)m (zj)})®|N—i > z]}

JeNi jeN;

Horb, 0, R KA E T RRHIE A AT B d | 48, 0, RN PHELF IR LR R MU 2158 k N f)E,
VEZRIE T4 A 57T, R . FH 380 A2 e B T i) -

2019 %, Busbridge %5 A[34]%2¢H — P ELBCRETR 10 5¢ R A BV = J1 W 4% (Relational Graph Attention
Network, RGAT), PAI< & A 51 2% (Relational Graph Convolutional Network, RGCN) [35] 43& 4, ##93:
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BN R RMEE . EXRMEEZE NG, AT AES AT SR RER T —
MNRFHPE SRR AEE B MU, DR S B8 RBE . AR DGR BCE & i
SRR, AEAAT DL IE B A AN [F) D6 R 4 BN R R B R . X PO R BRI LI A A A e
8 AP HOARAR 1T S IO 2R, AT i v PRI e 1) s e AN TP R

RAMEER M EE QG ZNEERNE, SNENEETZ ARSI i3 i
I R RAER R, FERI A O R R UK S AU RHEAN G REEAT R G o ARG 28 ) 7 54 MK 4
FOREFNIFAR R ST SARE, DALY S E RTINS . il 2 ANEER I E RIS, AT DL
BSR4 G = 2 KR IER R

KRB BT 4535 B R P PR AR A s A O% & B & J1 FLRI (Within-Relation: GraphAttention,
WIRGAT)F1%Z X 3% & 7 2 /0L (Across-Relation Graph Attention, ARGAT). WIRGAT #1 ARGAT 1
T BHInER AL AR R L] . WIRGAT FRREEEAT sS AR I I S R BUEH T AR A
FERE . ARGAT FIR IR AN [F Y s s S AN 28 23 A0 A5G R B E e, 0 1R 30 S 30 e IR 2R 47 G
e HTESLPRERI T, RGAT fEAM K /3R AE5 b= TilbraR, Kk Busbridge 55 A H 764 %
FR 347 & % (Cumulative Distribution Function, COF){# R && KBS H, I T Gt RS .

B ot B A B P A AR, — A GNIN AR BT RURFIE S, FRATT3E mT ASE A AT TR AT e A AT 55 (H
& HE AT X LeARAE v BETE T 5 AR A BRI, DRE 5 B — AN R SRS o Horp B AR AR (T 2 —
AT RFERNS o AR B TR X ST T RFERIBD S H RN, DA R /NIRRT 38 4
LA BRI E J P

2015 4F Li %5 A [36]7F [ 142 K 41 #4122 9 2% (Gated Graph Sequence Neural Networks, GGS-NNs)ix —
B, 0T R AR YT SRR S B, AR SR T B L. T RIES, BT A
B 1] SRR

he = tanh(za(i(rﬁ”,xv))@anh(J'(hi”,xv))j

sttty or(i(07,x,)) B BB, s T AR ARG R B RS R0 A R A
BB (NI tH S (R 170 R (R o 2R LR PR S R (740 A2 0 6 R

o B SIS RHAE, b 7RISR, R . EFRRE I EPRERR .
2019 4, Lee SEA[37IRRWSCH UCRHEE ANLEIIIA B, BRI B R QR 3 prs

Input Attention
Graph Mask
Graph Top-rank
Convolution Selection
Activation \ ’
Function -~ H
\_4......". Output

@ Graph
Masking

Figure 3. Diagram pooling layer flow
3. Bt ERIZE
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2 BEAL 2 A5 3R AT AT DL BE 22 b G VR B B RFE, 1 58 /0SS R AR . R, BRI,
JHEBERR N N BBV R OV N IE ORI A 5 AR HE[26] . 75 38 15 B G A R3S v = 4 3 il
WHAEH Kipf & Welling [2]FEER A, W EERSS T

1 1
Z=a(52A52X®w]

Hop, o AMIEERE, A RVN MW HIERIAEAE, DeRYVY R AN, X eRVFEZ N A
M, FORMNERELERE, 0, e R™2ME—Z 5. B VIE L RBRURSAE BEE 05, e 12
BT R ERME S FIRX RS SCh e F BEE il S0 T 2007 0 EER A5G TR
AUAAE FHAHARS A, mT A FH 2 BhAHE AL %%

B0 E R JIHLE], Do & A [38]4& H — R H T 2 #5452 21 1 I 73 = J1 87 (Graph  Attention
Model for Multi-Label Learning, GAML). f£Z br2& 7 im Erh,  7 28 BRI A a] e PR dh 2462 —
M i, X GRS B R R R G R Z (B E SRR G T o PRt GAML 4 Fr A AR B4 E — AN 175 5
FROFRZETT o ol BT RV E B 9 A0, SRS R AR 2570 5 B8l 70 il — RV D 22 10X 5% ) i N i o
2 J5 GAML iz i BAL 3 5L [39)# 2 7 MPGNN(Message Passing Graph Neural Network) . £ MPGNN
T REAN T A IR SR 4 A T T AR A T S RO T s 2 R AR 3 T A AT R S . TR
MPGNN R T 43 )2 s AU, F B B R i AN F 1 g5 v B i) B . 3 R4y )= i 0 pL R A
HE) B R PR AR AR TR R, R N T ARZET o, DAME BRI S S 2 e A DG 1) 1 45 H SR B T
FTRCRAS . BEJE, RS RS R I AR ST AR A OGS, AR HEE IR, AR
AR

t-1 t
i 'mi)

xi‘:g”(x

Horb, x2S R ARPREE, m 2T ArERmE. o' () RRMSIELR, XH Do HAMH T &
M 2% (Highway Network) 3k BUCECHE 2 18] 1)K BE B AKHRFIE, 58 77 (b R IE bR 2 A\ 1 BIAEAN R RUEE |
X R, 15 GAML BAHBCNRFHRIAKEET1. HEENE GAML AT DR B AT #L ik 45 5,
KAET T A FIBRRE T 4580 5% 28 DA SRS 1) P4 76 i 2

FERT P B I AR — S B e, WS TP A B A0 i JR BR AE ] b —/NEE o 50kt
W, SCHR[40]32 H BVE 7 /iR (Graph Attention Model, GAM). GAM F IV & I HLH 51 S I BEH LT
FERRFETT A, DA E X PR 8 7E 5 AT 5 AH G R X 45, 2088 o F I 2505 15 A, AT 4 3R P 45 44
OB I X B T8 A5 . . B AR REE T BT A, GAM RefE IS M HIE R — L S E R, R
AEFR IR N2 o IR PR EAEAN TR ZEX A BT 2 R AT BB LT, KR BE s> T ok B A A
TERETFES -

Samy Bengio 5 AT 2018 fE4&H T —/NETVER WU SURN T VE[41], &7 iEE G T HALF
FERVEAR . ZI A R U], AN P R AR R S O, AR 5 AR
TEEATEE S, DA EE M A FROR. BRI T —M & “Watch Your Step” L HHS, DATE
TiEE I AR R SR AP AR R B A5 o IXGR VR SCHE IR AN U5 S T 2 060, N S5 BRI AR DA T 34t
T A BN EMEENIEE TR INGIESE S, OGE T R IR R ERRIARE ), NES TS
AR FHER AL T 307 1 R %

P L WBERY ., FEUEMZE . FER IS BRI, FoIRE. WS B DL B AT Sk P R T g AR A

HEAT TICE
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Table 1. Summary of graph attention network model
1. ELER NSRBI R L

e BRRH EESRE BA% RABR wEEN %
GAT oon  JEED sme owww S0
GATE GeN AERS SRER EEE ool g%
GaAN GCN  ZIGEES  RHER : Sgmold g
GGS-NN GCN ljigigfﬁ i - oMol E@iﬁ?u

SRR ;
GAM o BEIIT et muw sommax A%
GAML MPGNN ks SRkl Sl FRERE
“ahpoolng  GNNS RS ' ' gLy
o P et FUE  Sofmax  BEEF

4.3. BIEEHRMENSHARER

WA, BEMEMNLE T M ST G, W50 2538 A TR I AN B AR L BT A7 16 (14 ) 3t e sk
Fa, i, GCN K GAT M UG EEHCN 2 BB B, BAUARRES 2 S IRHE; 76 BIEFM
LRI SRR, AR AR AT X 4, DAZE ) BT AR IR IR I R ) 4% A 2 B (1R AE 1%
U RS AR . TEARZ 10 B AT 5 B (R R b, PRI 8 X 28 ATl ) LA R 9 B 1 1 22 I (1 B2 i
R, DLRIT A [ 6 B B AR AN 2 B 5 SR o IS T 7 51 21 30 T A D A e L 22 X 285 v B0 ) s A2 i) 0
T AR

2022 4 Brody %5 A\[42] %3 GAT BB T EAFAE M . GAT Y Kt — sz IR “&
A7 JEAIEA, XA R, EE T REOCT AR E () /- B0 Bl . B R ) R0 R T
B ) BT 1 A AR R, VE R S 0 HE R AN 2 B A IR, X — O E R E T GAT MR .
totn, fE—/MEdln g, (E#HRHTESE R IER LSRG GAT MG IIZEHE. N TR IX LR,
TEZATIR I T — P T O B AWM SR, (EFEXT GAT BEAUL I IXA ] @47 ik, JEid &k
GAT R e BB E TR AN, BREMEBER MBI ABSUS B SUREIE 3T ek R Bs

GAT (Velickovic et al., 2018) qnmﬂzmwwmuwaﬁwwmwmp
GATv2 (Brody et al., 2018) e(hh;)= aTLeakyReLU(W [l hj])

2023 £, Javaloy £5 A\ [43]53 4T A1 GCN F1 GAT AT BIAE 34 5 53, A BH BRI PSR TUAI 45 &,
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ROFIH S RAEFFBARSE, KW MBS S, SR T BB /M4 (Graph Convolutional

Attention Networks, CAT)ET-1tt, E# XA Hh ] 2% 21 1) 4 #A73: =M 4% (Learing Graph Convolutional At-

tention Networks, L-CAT): —/> GNN 2244, i MrEZH, H3)1E GCN. GAT Al CAT Z[Aji#

ITHEME . FRATLEFERY, L-CAT feis a2t &M% FARFK GNN 2, 78] Z MRS BT 5ad

7795, IIF= A —AN AR IR, Jolb T 38 URAIE M 75 2o ISR AR AIE BB BR 50 F
w(h,h; ) =4 e (WA WA ),

ﬁ hi +AZZZENi hl
L L N

202 € [0 HPAMIREZHL, 24 4, =0 I, iZAL B R 2 E1 O GON BB LR B 29 4, =1, 4, =0 I,
AR RN GAT MR LR R4 @ 5l NFGME, HMEE T GNN IR FIAS AR,

B3 5 ) M s AR ] IR A AR M 2 AR ), AERRL R RO 2 I PERE IR B,  BIVE R 4% IEQn A 1 K
oy A 22 D0 25 A 2R A [ b T PR st , W BR R (S TR R IR AT, ARSI ART 4 T AL R R 22 GNIN
R 2 17 22 IR oA [44]

A BTV = IHLHI GNNs [7E R I DhRERe /2 SR 12 EORFFRIARE )12 AR T
SHUREE GNN PERE FFERIPTREJE R, ALHEST SRR BP0 3 B R 4 [45]) A FEAE 55 [46]. 4RI,
L VR B RIVE T A S SR PR R e AR D .

Zhao 55 N[ATIRZR 1 A He AR R BEFIVE B R B T R &, IR DT IR Z AL 2 5% Graph
Transformer 2, &I 24T 1 Graph Transformer 7E82& S PERE 5 HAFAEES . #E— B MriER, X2
T4 RTEE TR 2 RE /1B % T Graph Transformer £ i 567 S 1 45 /) T3R5 Rk MERFE A AE /1, TR
il T ¥RE Graph Transformer MR . Bk, A&CHEH T — 4 IR E K (DeepGraph) (1) 81 £ Graph
Transformer Fi%Y, ZAEBYTE i 2o v BA B A8 FH T 5 A b i, FRAEAR OGS AU R R = ), DA3R
R T FE MR I mig . SRR SR T AR B IR O T AR ), (e T RRIERIE
BE71, MUk T Bfi%E Graph Transformer IR H VER /7 BRI R 8. R IX IS SRR T B ERER
JIRRBZ R R, H 2 BRARR FE B ) B Al i AT 4

2023 4, Lee S5 N[48)/EHL IR 2 H LA AL T IR FEEIE B 07, BT IR B I AT 7 )4z
R, RPN AMETE A IRR I ()7 P B = 0 R A (Bt DA% (b) T fe] % 1 R ik B B L
RIS OVRPE T @ R TR I, R B R AR AE R B ST R AR (%) fe 55 P A~ SRR
BAWEA W @SR SE T, RBUS AT 710 GNN 775X B i 1, Syi 3 il 1
KA, BT I TR IR AL K4 M 4 (Attentive Deep Propagation-GNN, AERO-GNN ##&7),
RUR i  2  SEiER IS &, I8 XA G0 =0 B0 AT Sk, (1SS R TP R AR A K
Piae 1 HRGINBRER T, B bBA B 2R

5. ARRE

TE T ST HUR AT A 22 X 2% R A R S B T2 SR IR T, 2 AR 1 5 e o A AT S A ) L5
I T ERNE 1. AROR, BERIREL S AR M2 K R e, 1E T TR AR SR8 P s 20 #r
KAFEEAEM, I HAELLT LA A BT IR

B, RIS ENER ISR RIERE ST, B OATRE R L B E OGN R AR R, (H
T RIS, TR B R R BARR EE . ARRAIHT AR AR QPR R L N A T
WEAE B, LUy AL G Z BRI R R 5h, ALk B 3k TR R I pLH
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TR R A, I S 2 RO R =R AR S, DURTHME R A RIA RE

HK, RBIEBINH S ERh Mg &, BATHEE LRz 2 2N s, Bz —&E
(AT AARENE[49] 0 DL 75 ZE a4k A 22 X 2% (V) mT AR REE AT AL RE AT o ARR AR T RT DASAR R G o] ) RV
TIWUHISR AR PEAS Y ) T 45 RANRF AL I FO RS, FF RO BEE A T R k. sbabh, wr DAt — 0
FEAn R AT AT R U RCE, I FT N G R ALl L R P B PR ALE B A AN G5 R R AE

e, TR R AU BT R GO0 B B, B B T ) 2 REESS M AN 2 2k
MISR AR, AU Y = 200 B0 B AT REAS 2 DR BUFTA A B . ARRIBE TR L BB T2
FUBEMIZ JZ R B, DUSE Bt kb 2 53 % P 5 g v (R AN [R] 28 ) £ 9% 3 RRFAE

LA E, EMEMSSEE NUIEN S i s 7 75 m, BT 2 R LT S S bR S A E
W SR TR RIARE ST, SRR B TR A T MAAL BE 0, i 2 RUBESE RN 22 J2 50 2 DL B kS o
2R, BATAT LATHUAL P33 58 70 5% W R A8 AR OR U B 22 SRR EJig D N T e ) o e fi bt B K
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