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Inductive Subgraph Embedding for Link Prediction
Chunyu Miao, Chenxuan Xie, Jiajun Zhou, Shanqing Yu, Lina Chen, Qi Xuan, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Link prediction, which aims to infer missing edges
or predict future edges based on currently observed graph
connections, has emerged as a powerful technique for diverse
applications such as recommendation, relation completion, etc.
While there is rich literature on link prediction based on node
representation learning, direct link embedding is relatively less
studied and less understood. One common practice in previous
work characterizes a link by manipulate the embeddings of its
incident node pairs, which is not capable of capturing effective
link features. Moreover, common link prediction methods such
as random walks and graph auto-encoder usually rely on full-
graph training, suffering from poor scalability and high resource
consumption on large-scale graphs. In this paper, we propose
Inductive Subgraph Embedding for Link Prediciton (SE4LP) —
an end-to-end scalable representation learning framework for
link prediction, which utilizes the strong correlation between
central links and their neighborhood subgraphs to characterize
links. We sample the “link-centric induced subgraphs” as input,
with a subgraph-level contrastive discrimination as pretext task,
to learn the intrinsic and structural link features via subgraph
classification. Extensive experiments on five datasets demonstrate
that SE4LP has significant superiority in link prediction in terms
of performance and scalability, when compared with state-of-the-
art methods. Moreover, further analysis demonstrate that intro-
ducing self-supervision in link prediction can significantly reduce
the dependence on training data and improve the generalization
and scalability of model. The source code will be available online.

Index Terms—link prediction, subgraph, graph neural net-
works, contrastive learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Graph Representation Learning (GRL), recently attract-
ing considerable attention, aims to convert discrete graph
structures into low-dimensional spaces, preserving essential
structural information and properties as continuous vector
representations or embeddings. These embeddings, adaptable
to specific tasks, enhance various downstream applications;
node embeddings facilitate node-level analytics such as node
classification [1] and node clustering [2], while whole-graph
embeddings are instrumental in graph-level tasks like graph
classification [3]. So far, GRL has spurred advancements in
several domains, including social networks [4], biochemical
analysis [5], knowledge graphs [6], etc.
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While there is rich studies on node and whole-graph repre-
sentation learning, GRL for link is relatively less studied and
less understood. One common practice in previous works [7],
[8] characterizes a link by manipulate the embeddings of its
incident node pairs, following a “nodes to link” (abbreviated
as “node2link”) pattern. For instance, Node2Vec [7] utilizes
biased random walks and Word2Vec optimization to learn node
representations, and further scores the existence of links via
similarity computation. Graph Auto-Encoder (GAE) [8], [9]
follows the same pattern for link prediction, except that it
utilizes the strategy of graph structure reconstruction when
learning node representations. Such “node2link” pattern suf-
fers from significant shortcomings. Firstly, it fails to accurately
capture the intricate interaction information between nodes,
predominantly focusing on node properties rather than the
distinct characteristics of links, thereby compromising its
effectiveness in downstream link prediction tasks. Secondly,
prevalent GRL methods with this pattern [1], [4], [7], [10], [11]
typically rely on full-graph learning, i.e., they generally accept
entire graphs as input and perform full-graph training for
feature extraction, which exhibits poor scalability and substan-
tial resource consumption when handling large-scale graphs,
further hindering efficient link representation generation.

Considering the limited expressiveness of link representa-
tions generated via the “node2link” pattern and the scalability
issues plaguing current universal link prediction methods
based GRL, a critical question emerges: how can a univer-
sal and scalable link representation learning framework be
developed to facilitate link prediction?

As we known, links (interactions, relations) inherently in-
dicate correlations between nodes, and leveraging primary
interaction patterns between node pairs is crucial for devel-
oping expressive link representations. When considering two
nodes connected by a link in a graph, message propagation
between them can occur through both direct (i.e., edge)
and indirect interactions (e.g., common neighbors, shortest
paths), all encapsulated within a subgraph surrounding this
link. In this work, we introduce the “subgraph2link” pattern
following the facts: (1) subgraph consisting of target link
and their local neighborhood information is informative and
plays a critical role to provide structure contexts for link
representation learning; (2) subgraph serves as the receptive
field of central link, significantly smaller than the entire graph,
thereby presenting a viable strategy to eliminate the necessity
for full-graph training. Inspired by the existing research in
structural link learning [12] and scalable graph learning [13],
[14], we propose Inductive Subgraph Embedding for Link
Prediction (SE4LP). In SE4LP framework, we first sample
subgraphs around target links, then design a self-supervised
subgraph contrast task to better characterize the similarities
and differences of interaction patterns around different links,
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Fig. 1. The architecture of SE4LP. The complete workflow proceeds as follows: 1) extracting and sampling subgraph centered on target links to form
input batchs; 2) applying two augmentation operators on each subgraph to generate two correlated views; 3) feeding these augmented subgraphs into the
GNN encoder and projection head to generate subgraph embeddings as link representations; 4) maximizing the consistency between two augmented views of
subgraphs via a subgraph-level contrast; 5) mapping subgraph representations to labels reflecting link existence via a subgraph predictor.

and finally predict the existence of central links via subgraph
classification. Our SE4LP jointly trains subgraph contrast
and subgraph classification tasks in an end-to-end manner,
further achieving high-performance link prediction. The major
contributions of our work are summarized as follows:

• SE4LP: We propose an end-to-end scalable link represen-
tation learning framework via subgraph contrast, which
utilizes informative local subgraphs surrounding links to
learn highly expressive link representations.

• Scalability: We take the receptive field subgraphs ex-
tracted from a batch of links as the input during each
training step, so as to learn link representation efficiently
and make our SE4LP scale well on large-scale graphs.

• Effectiveness: Extensive experiments demonstrate the
superiority of our framework in terms of performance and
scalability on link prediction. Furthermore, introducing
self-supervised learning to link prediction help to learn
effective link representation with less training samples.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected and unweighted graph,
where V = {vi | i = 1, 2, · · · , N} and E ⊆ V × V represent
the sets of nodes and edges respectively. We regard an edge in
graph (vi, vj) ∈ E as a positive link while those nonexistent
edges (vi, vj) /∈ E are treated as negative links. Generally,
graph structural data consist of two features: a node attribute
matrix X ∈ RN×F and an adjacency matrix of graph topology
A ∈ RN×N , where xi ∈ RF is the F -dimensional feature
vector of node vi, Aij = 1 if (vi, vj) ∈ E and 0 otherwise.
We use a diagonal degree matrix D ∈ RN×N to define the
degree distribution of A, and Dii =

∑N−1
j=0 Aij .

The problem we consider in this work is link prediction via
subgraph contrastive representation learning. Given a graph
G = (V, E ,X), our goal is to learn an encoder h = fθ(X,A)
which maps a subgraph centered on target link to a vector as
the link representation, following the “subgraph2link” pattern.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we give the details of the proposed frame-
work SE4LP, as schematically depicted in Figure 1. Our

framework is mainy composed of the following components:
(1) a subgraph extractor which captures the subgraphs centered
on target links from the graph topology; (2) a subgraph
augmentor which generates a series of variant graph views
using various transformations on attributes and topology of
subgraphs; (3) a GNN-based encoder which learns graph-level
representation for generated graph views; (4) a subgraph-level
contrast maximizes the consistency between two augmented
views of the same subgraph; (5) a subgraph predictor mapping
the subgraph representations to labels reflecting link existence.
Next, we describe the details of each component.

A. Subgraph Extraction and Sampling
We name the subgraph centered on link as link-centric in-

duced subgraph (abbreviated as “lsg”) and give the definition.
Definition 1: (Link-centric Induced Subgraph, lsg). For a

graph G = (V, E), given target link l = (vi, vj) where
vi, vj ∈ V , the h-hop link-centric induced subgraph for link
l is the subgraph ghl induced from G by the set of nodes
∪v∈(vi,vj){vk | d(vk, v) ≤ h}.
Note that ghl of link l = (vi, vj) contains all the h-hop
neighbors of vi and vj . The informative subgraph patterns can
effectively reflect the existence of links between center node
pairs, which helps to characterize the link structure.

Furthermore, we know that a h-layer GNN expands the
receptive field by one-hop during each iteration and after
h iterations the features of nodes within h-hops will be
aggregated. When it comes to a deeper model, the size (i.e.,
the number of nodes) of receptive field subgraph grows expo-
nentially with layers, which results in neighborhood explosion
problem. In this work, we use subgraph sampling to control
the size of lsg, even though it can only alleviate this problem to
some extent. Specifically, for a h-hop lsg of link l = (vi, vj),
we select the top-K1 important 1-hop neighbors (with node
degree value) for vi and vj respectively, and again select
the top-K2 important 1-hop neighbors for each selected node
at hop 1, and recursive ones in the downstream hops. The
recursive sampling can be formulated as follows:

Vt =
⋃

v∈Vt−1

topK(Nv,Kt,D[Nv,Nv]), (1)



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 3

where Vt is the set of nodes sampled at hop t, Nv is the 1-hop
neighborhs set of node v, Kt is the sampling number at hop t,
D[Nv,Nv] is the degree sequence of nodes in Nv , and topK
is the function that returns the nodes of top-K largest degree
values. V0 is initialized as {vi, vj}. After h iterations, the set
of nodes sampled from the h-hop lsg is Vl = ∪ht=0Vt. The
sampled lsg (abbreviated “slsg” in this paper) gl = (Al,X l)
is induced by Vl, and its adjacency matrix Al and feature
matrix X l are denoted respectively as

X l = X[Vl, :] , Al = A[Vl,Vl] . (2)

Note that we remove the edge between vi and vj if l = (vi, vj)
is a positive link. Finally, we anonymize the slsg gl by rela-
beling its nodes to be {1, 2, · · · , |Vl|}, in arbitrary order. For a
set of links Lemb to be embedded, we get slsg for each link in
Lemb and all slsg form a set: D = {gi | i = 1, 2, · · · , |Lemb|}.

B. Subgraph Contrastive Learning for Link Representation

To learn highly expressive link representations, SE4LP
utilizes subgraph contrast as a pretext task to jointly train a
GNN encoder fθ. During subgraph contrast, for each slsg gi,
its two correlated views ĝ1i and ĝ2i are generated by undergoing
two augmentation operators t1 and t2, where ĝ1i = t1(gi) and
ĝ2i = t2(gi). The correlated augmented views are fed into
a GNN encoder fθ with pooling layer, producing the whole
subgraph representations h1

i and h2
i , which are then mapped

into a contrast space via a projection head fϕ, yielding z1
i and

z2
i . Note that θ and ϕ are the parameters of graph encoder and

projection head respectively. The representation of a slsg, h,
is treated as the representation of its central link, following
a “subgraph2link” pattern. Finally, the goal of subgraph-level
contrast is to maximize the consistency between two correlated
augmented views of subgraphs in the contrast space:

Lself =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Li, (3)

where n is the number of subgraphs in a batch (i.e., batch
size). The loss for each subgraph Li can be computed as:

Li = − log
es(z

1
i ,z

2
i )/τ∑n

j=1,j ̸=i e
s(z1

i ,z
2
j)/τ

, (4)

where s(·, ·) is the cosine similarity function having
s(z1

i , z
2
i ) = z1

i
⊤ · z2

i /∥z1
i ∥∥z2

i ∥, and τ is the temperature
parameter. The two correlated views z1

i and z2
i of slsg gi are

treated as positive pair while the rest view pairs in the batch are
treated as negative pairs. The objective aims to maximize the
consistency of positive pairs as opposed to negative ones. Note
that here we use an asymmetrtic and simplified loss compared
to the SimCLR loss [15], i.e., we generate negative pairs by
only treating view 1 (z1

i ) as the anchor and contrasting with
view 2 (z2

j ) of all other subgraphs, as shown in Eq. (4).

C. Graph Augmentation

Contrastive learning relies heavily on well-designed data
augmentation strategies for view generation. In this paper, we
use two existing augmentation methods, Attribute Masking and

Edge Removing [16]–[18], and design two novel augmentation
techniques, Attribute Similarity and KNN Graph.

1) Attribute Similarity: This augmentor builds new node
features based on node similarity. Specifically, the new node
feature matrix is actually the node similarity matrix S ∈
RN×N , in which each entry Sij represents the similarity
between node vi and vj , and can be calculated by Sij = x⊤

i xj .

X̂ = tAM(S) = tAM(XX⊤). (5)

2) KNN Graph: This augmentor builds new adjacency ma-
trix based on feature similarity. For each node with feature Si,
we find its top KT similar samples as neighbors and set edges
to connect it and its neighbors, formulated as âi = bT(Si)
where bT is the function that binarizes elements in a vector
by setting the largest KT elements as 1 and other elements as
0. The resulting adjacency matrix Â can be computed as

Â = tKG(S) = [bT(S1); · · · ; bT(SN )]⊤. (6)

D. Model Training

We achieve link prediction by a subgraph label predictor
fψ , which maps subgraph representations to labels reflecting
link existence, yielding a classification loss:

Lpred = − 1

n

N∑
i=1

yi · log(fψ(hi)), (7)

where Lpred is the cross entropy loss. The subgraph contrast is
treated as pretext task, and the encoder in SE4LP is jointly
trained with the pretext and subgraph classification tasks.
The loss function consists of both the self-supervised and
classification task loss functions, as formularized below:

L = Lpred + λ · Lself , (8)

where λ controls the contribution of self-supervision term.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setting

Dataset: To assess how well our SE4LP can learn highly
expressive link representation while keeping high scalability
on large-scale graphs, we evaluate SE4LP on publicly available
real-world datasets as follows: Cora, Citeseer, Pubmed, Face-
book and Github. For the two large datasets (Facebook and
Github), their initial features are not aligned. We create tagged
documents from feature hash and further process them into
128-dimensional initial features by Doc2Vec algorithm. Both
of the Facebook and Github datasets are available online 1.
Data Preparation: For methods with “subgraph2link” pattern,
SEAL and SE4LP, we sample the same number of positive
and negative links from each dataset, with the proportion of
{40%, 40%, 10%, 10%, 20%} for {Cora, Citeseer, Pubmed,
Facebook, Github}. All links are split into training, validation
and testing sets with a proportation of 8:1:1, and we further
extract slsg for each link. For heuristics (CN, Salton, AA,
and RA), random walks (DeepWalk and Node2Vec), GAEs

1http://snap.stanford.edu/data/
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE ON LINK PREDICTION TASK REPORTED IN AREA UNDER CURVE (AUC) AND AVERAGE PRECISION (AP) MEASURES.

Method
Cora Citeseer Pubmed Facebook Github

AUC (%) AP (%) AUC (%) AP (%) AUC (%) AP (%) AUC (%) AP (%) AUC (%) AP (%)

H
eu

ri
st

ic
s CN 56.19±0.099 63.08±0.059 58.76±0.095 65.31±0.060 65.53±0.050 67.54±0.034 88.70±0.076 91.72±0.045 67.87±0.105 73.26±0.069

Salton 56.85±0.094 61.73±0.065 59.32±0.090 63.79±0.065 64.78±0.057 66.12±0.047 88.61±0.077 91.07±0.054 62.84±0.085 60.69±0.054

AA 57.33±0.087 59.36±0.081 58.97±0.089 60.90±0.083 65.26±0.049 67.49±0.035 87.24±0.093 91.18±0.060 67.69±0.108 75.23±0.085

RA 57.77±0.090 64.75±0.055 59.11±0.091 65.88±0.058 65.27±0.047 67.78±0.032 85.08±0.101 90.43±0.057 67.56±0.078 77.14±0.050

U
ns

up
er

vi
se

d

⋄ DeepWalk 88.14±0.055 87.87±0.045 85.67±0.052 86.11±0.044 90.88±0.021 87.48±0.026 87.65±0.012 85.41±0.011 81.25±0.013 80.25±0.012

⋄ Node2Vec 88.65±0.058 89.62±0.049 87.36±0.065 88.15±0.059 90.60±0.021 89.29±0.027 85.64±0.022 85.25±0.028 80.49±0.019 79.62±0.016

⋄ GAE 93.79±0.038 93.43±0.038 92.63±0.013 93.50±0.016 91.93±0.051 91.84±0.051 OOM OOM OOM OOM
⋄ VGAE 94.30±0.006 94.60±0.082 93.78±0.046 94.55±0.051 89.36±0.056 89.37±0.056 OOM OOM OOM OOM
⋄ ARGA 90.27±0.067 90.01±0.069 89.00±0.040 89.60±0.039 88.00±0.049 88.33±0.045 OOM OOM OOM OOM
⋄ ARGVA 93.26±0.041 93.61±0.045 94.03±0.013 94.30±0.014 90.48±0.036 90.32±0.035 OOM OOM OOM OOM
⋄ DGI 93.15±0.023 92.70±0.030 91.84±0.014 92.31±0.014 91.45±0.004 90.87±0.005 OOM OOM OOM OOM

Su
pe

rv
is

ed

⋆ SEAL(h = 1) 95.46±0.007 95.84±0.010 91.20±0.010 93.11±0.008 94.24±0.015 92.56±0.021 97.83±0.018 97.29±0.023 96.27±0.019 96.01±0.017

⋆ SEAL(h = 2) 95.88±0.007 96.14±0.008 91.35±0.012 93.10±0.008 96.82±0.009 98.11±0.011 98.58±0.001 98.71±0.001 97.11±0.014 97.02±0.011

⋆ SE4LP(h = 1) 96.05±0.007 96.28±0.010 94.74±0.007 95.24±0.008 98.36±0.001 98.25±0.002 97.94±0.002 97.64±0.001 96.43±0.005 96.11±0.005

⋆ SE4LP(h = 2) 94.33±0.008 94.03±0.012 93.38±0.006 93.67±0.008 98.35±0.004 98.18±0.005 97.53±0.001 97.24±0.001 96.12±0.010 95.86±0.015

⋄ This method generates link representation with “node2link” pattern.
⋆ This method generates link representation with “subgraph2link” pattern.

(GAE, VGAE, ARGA and ARGVA) and contrastive method
(DGI) which rely on full-graph training, we randomly sample
a certain number of positive links as well as the same number
of additionally negative links as testing data, and the remaining
partially observed graph is used for training. We repeat 10-fold
cross validation for 5 times and report the average Area Under
Curve (AUC) and Average Precision (AP) measures as well
as their standard deviations.
Parameter Configuration: For SE4LP, we choose the number
of hops from {1, 2} and set both probabilities (pA, px) associ-
ated with data augmentation to 20%. We set the default GNN
encoder of SE4LP to graph isomorphism network (GIN) [19],
which is a 3-layers graph convolutional network with hidden
dimension of 128, jumping connection, and PReLU activation
function. We return subgraph representations by max pooling.
The batch size n, learning rate, temperature parameter τ
and trade-off coefficient λ are set to 512, 0.01, 0.2, 0.1,
respectively. We use early stopping with a patience of 20.

For random walks, we set the length of walks to 30,
the number of walks to 200, and the context size to 10.
For Node2Vec, we set the return parameter p and in-out
parameter q to 4 and 1, respectively. For all GAEs, we set the
encoder as 2-layer GCN network. For GAE and VGAE, we
construct encoders with a 128-dimensional hidden layer and
a 128-dimensional embedding layer for all the experiments.
For ARGA and ARGVA, we construct encoders with a 256-
dimensional hidden layer and a 128-dimensional embedding
layer for all the experiments and all the discriminators are built
with 2 hidden layers(16 and 64 dimensions). The learning rates
are set to {0.01, 0.01, 0.005, 0.005} for GAE, VGAE, ARGA
and ARGVA, respectively. For DGI, we construct encoder
with a 512-dimensional hidden layer and a 512-dimensional
embedding layer for all the experiments. For other parameters,
we use the default setting following [11]. For SEAL, we

choose the number of hops from {1, 2}. For other parameters,
we use the default setting following [12].

B. Evaluation on Link Prediction
Table I reports the results on link prediction, from which

we can see that SE4LP achieves state-of-the-art results with
respect to baselines. Specifically, our SE4LP significantly
outperforms heuristic and random walks baselines across all
datasets, indicating that the learned subgraph patterns are
better at capturing the link properties than manual features
or shallow topology features. When compared to GAEs, our
SE4LP surpasses strong baseline: on three citation benchmarks
we observe 1.9%, 0.8% and 7.0% relative improvement over
best GAE in terms of AUC, respectively. We also compare
with the state-of-the-art supervised model, SEAL, in a variety
of hyper-parameter settings. The results shown in Table I
suggest that our model outperforms SEAL (with same hyper-
parameter settings) on three citation benchmarks in most cases,
and achieves competitive results in Facebook and Github
datasets. Specifically, SC4LP performs better with 1-hop slsg,
while SEAL achieves better performance with 2-hop slsg.
SC4LP beats SEAL when accepts subgraphs with a smaller
size (h = 1) When compared to SEAL that accepts larger
subgraphs (h = 2), SC4LP still beats SEAL in 2 out of 5
datasets. These results suggest that SEAL relies on enclosing
subgraphs of larger size to learn high-order link features
while our SE4LP prefers to find link patterns from small
subgraphs. Actually, SEAL uses Node Labeling trick to high-
light the structural information of subgraphs, and our SE4LP
outperforms SEAL on benchmarks without Node Labeling,
indicating the effectiveness of combining “subgraph2link”
pattern with self-supervised learning for link prediction.
subgraph2link vs. node2link: When comparing the two cat-
egories of methods with different patterns, the results suggest
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that methods with “subgraph2link” pattern generally perform
on par with or better than strong baselines with “node2link”
pattern. Moreover, “subgraph2link” models are trained on slsg
while “node2link” models are trained on partially observed
graph where only the testing links are masked. In summary,
compared with “node2link” methods, “subgraph2link” meth-
ods use relatively less training data and achieve superior
performance and generalizability, validating the effectiveness
of our proposal, i.e., local subgraph can provide informative
structure contexts for link representation learning.

表格 1

Cora-AUC Cora-AP Citeseer-AUC Citeseer-AP Pubmed-AUC Pubmed-AP

2 0.9513 0.9520 0.9375 0.9476 0.9745 0.9730

3 0.9518 0.9543 0.9401 0.9497 0.9766 0.9756

4 0.9522 0.9554 0.9404 0.9492 0.9767 0.9741

5 0.9534 0.9560 0.9402 0.9485 0.9771 0.9732

6 0.9533 0.9556 0.9418 0.9497 0.9794 0.9770

7 0.9528 0.9555 0.9444 0.9519 0.9788 0.9753

8 0.9557 0.9591 0.9425 0.9498 0.9821 0.9797

9 0.9560 0.9572 0.9428 0.9511 0.9816 0.9791

10 0.9562 0.9579 0.9442 0.9524 0.9816 0.9791

M
et

ric
s

0.92

0.93

0.94

0.95

0.96

0.97

0.98

0.99

1.00

Number of sampled neighbors in hop 1 for each node (    )
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Cora-AUC Cora-AP Citeseer-AUC Citeseer-AP Pubmed-AUC Pubmed-AP
表格 2

Cora-AUC Cora-AP Citeseer-AUC Citeseer-AP Pubmed-AUC Pubmed-AP

10% 0.9595 0.9633 0.9474 0.9524 0.9836 0.9825

20% 0.9552 0.9567 0.9436 0.9508 0.9813 0.9773

30% 0.9530 0.9528 0.9421 0.9494 0.9813 0.9779

40% 0.9505 0.9506 0.9436 0.9504 0.9817 0.9784

50% 0.9443 0.9446 0.9441 0.9500 0.9821 0.9796

60% 0.9311 0.9277 0.9440 0.9516 0.9807 0.9769

70% 0.9156 0.9128 0.9443 0.9511 0.9819 0.9787

80% 0.8990 0.8942 0.9445 0.9515 0.9812 0.9777

90% 0.8704 0.8523 0.9432 0.9499 0.9803 0.9773
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Fig. 2. Impact of subgraph size and training set scale.

C. More Analysis
Impact of Subgraph Size: We further investigate the impact
of subgraph size in our SE4LP on citation benchmarks. We
first fix h = 1 and adjust K1 from 2 to 10, and evaluate the
results shown in Figure 2 (a). We observe that the performance
of SE4LP increases slightly as the size of the subgraph
increases, indicating that SE4LP has certain robustness to the
variation in subgraph scale. Moreover, our method can be
adapted to subgraphs of different sizes and capture key pattern
features which reflect link existence. As a result, the subgraph
sampling module can improve the scalability of SE4LP in
large-scale graphs by accepting small subgraphs to achieve
highly powerful link prediction.
Impact of Self-supervised Learning in Link Prediciton: We
further investigate the impact of contrastive self-supervision in
our framework, which can be measured by the scale of training
data. Specifically, we cut the training set from 10% to 90%,
and observe the performance of SE4LP on link prediction, as
shown in Figure 2 (b). As we can see, SE4LP always keeps sta-
ble performance with the reduction of training data on Citeseer
and Pubmed datasets. Moreover, in our experiments, SE4LP
uses 10% ∼ 40% positive links for training, while GAEs and
random walks use “partially observed graph” (80% positive
links) for training. As a result, SE4LP can learn effective link
representations with less training data, and achieve competitive
or even better performance in link prediction. Generally, link
prediction tasks have no shortage of training data because the
number of edges in the graph is generally large. So we con-
clude that introducing self-supervision in link representation
learning can significantly reduce the dependence on training
data and improve the generalization and scalability.

V. CONCLUSION

Graph representation learning for link is relatively less
studied and less understood. In this paper, we study the “sub-

graph2link” patern and propose an end-to-end joint learning
framework for learning link representations by contrasting
encodings from different view of subgraphs centered on links.
Experiments conducted on five datasets demonstrate that our
framework can achieve new SOTA performance in link predic-
tion, and have satisfactory scalability on large-scale datasets.
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