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Abstract
Graph isomorphism testing is usually approached via
the comparison of graph invariants. Two popular alter-
natives that offer a good trade-off between expressive
power and computational efficiency are combinatorial
(i.e., obtained via the Weisfeiler-Leman (WL) test) and
spectral invariants. While the exact power of the lat-
ter is still an open question, the former is regularly
criticized for its limited power, when a standard config-
uration of uniform pre-coloring is used. This drawback
hinders the applicability of Message Passing Graph Neu-
ral Networks (MPGNNs), whose expressive power is
upper bounded by the WL test. Relaxing the assump-
tion of uniform pre-coloring, we show that one can in-
crease the expressive power of the WL test ad infinitum.
Following that, we propose an efficient pre-coloring
based on spectral features that provably increases the
expressive power of the vanilla WL test. The above
claims are accompanied by extensive synthetic and real
data experiments. The code to reproduce our exper-
iments is available at https://github.com/TPFI22/
Spectral-and-Combinatorial.

1 Introduction
Deep learning (DL) has become a method of choice
for any machine learning task encountered in mod-
ern computer vision, natural language processing, and
signal and image processing. It has been particularly
successful when dealing with Euclidean-structured data
such as audio signals, images, and videos. Attempts
to generalize these approaches to non-Euclidean do-
mains such as graphs and manifolds have led to the
creation of a research area known as geometric deep
learning Bronstein et al. [2017]. This generalization of
neural networks to non-Euclidean structured data was
recently shown to work successfully in a wide-range of
applications in computational social science Monti et al.
[2019]; Ying et al. [2018], high-energy physics Choma
et al. [2018], computational chemistry Duvenaud et al.
[2015], 3D computer vision Litany et al. [2017], com-
putational biology Ribeiro et al. [2017] and medicine
Stokes et al. [2020].

The term Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), as coined
by Bronstein et al. [2017], denotes neural networks

Figure 1: The pair of graphs as colored by the degree
coloring (upper) and the spectral coloring (lower).

designed to learn the non-Euclidean structure of graph
data. The two main motivations that led to the modern
GNN architectures Zhou et al. [2020] are the notion of
locality and weight sharing as used in CNNs LeCun et al.
[1998], and graph representation learning Hamilton
et al. [2017b].

Message Passing Neural Networks (MPNNs or
MPGNNs, Gilmer et al. [2017]) are collections of GNNs
with common properties. MPGNNs use first order local-
ity by recursively updating the features of each node
from its neighborhoods’ aggregated features. Then they
create a descriptor for the graph by pooling all the node
features together. MPGNNs are popular due to their
efficiency Balcilar et al. [2021] and their ability to learn
real world graph-structured data Xu et al. [2018].

Despite their success, MPGNNs are bounded in their
expressive power (i.e., two different graphs may be
encoded to the same descriptor by the same MPGNN).
In fact, it is known that any two graphs that pass the
WL test (described in detail in section 2) will be en-
coded by the same descriptor Xu et al. [2018]. For
example, MPGNNs cannot distinguish between the De-
calin and Bicyclopentyl molecules graphs (Figure 2)
although their graphs are non-isomorphic Sato [2020].
Attempts have been made to improve the expressive
power of MPGNNs by suggesting new and arguably com-
plicated GNN architectures that are not bounded by the
Weisfeiler-Leman (WL) test, e.g., by using high order
networks, generalizing graphs to simplicial complexes,
etc.

We propose a new and general approach to improve
the expressivity of MPGNNs. This approach is based
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on the traditional and relatively simple MPGNN archi-
tectures and does not require them to be changed at
all. To that end, we suggest pre-coloring the nodes
of a graph with an informative equivariant coloring,
i.e., equivariant node features that are precomputed
before the MPGNNs’ learning process. We present a
rigorous proof that this method can be used to improve
the expressiveness of the WL test an infinite number of
times. In addition, we present an instance of an equiv-
ariant coloring based on the spectral decomposition of
the graph Laplacian that is also efficient to compute,
explainable, and generates constant size features with
respect to the graph size. Figure 1 shows an example of
the coloring of the Decalin and Bicyclopentyl molecules
graphs with our suggested spectral pre-coloring, and
the relatively simple degree pre-coloring. The example
shows that the pair of graphs can be distinguished eas-
ily when using the spectral coloring compared to the
degree coloring.

Contributions.
• We prove that the expressive power of WL can be

improved ad infinitum by a sequence of equivari-
ant pre-colorings and that each of the latter can
be computed in polynomial time. Thus, the upper
bound of the existing MPGNNs can be improved
accordingly.

• We suggest expressive and informative pre-
coloring based on the spectral decomposition of
the graph Laplacian, and explicitly prove that it
improves the expressivity of the vanilla WL.

• We perform extensive experiments showing that
this simple extension improves the performance
of various MPGNNs on different benchmarks.

2 Preliminaries
Graph isomorphism. An undirected graph of size 𝑁
is a pair G = (𝑉 , 𝐸) where 𝑉 = {𝑣1...𝑣𝑁 } is a set
of vertices and 𝐸 is a set of edges. Each edge is a
set of two vertices from 𝑉 . We say that two graphs
G1 = (𝑉1, 𝐸1) and G2 = (𝑉2, 𝐸2) are isomorphic if there
exists bijection 𝜎 : 𝑉1 → 𝑉2 s.t. {𝑣𝑖 , 𝑣 𝑗 } ∈ 𝐸1 ⇐⇒
{𝜎 (𝑣𝑖), 𝜎 (𝑣 𝑗 )} ∈ 𝐸2. There is no known polynomial
time algorithm for determining isomoprhism between
any arbitrary pair of graphs. Nevertheless, there are
some classes of graphs (trees, planar) between which
isomorphim can be determined using the polynomial
time algorithm k-WL test Kiefer et al. [2019]; Immerman
and Lander [1990]. Moreover, in Grohe [2012] it was
shown that for almost any class of graphs, the k-WL test
is able to determine isomorphism.

Graph coloring. Graph coloring is a mapping from a
vertex and its graph to a label (color), from a known set
of labels. We say that coloring 𝐶 refines coloring 𝐷 if
for any two graphs G1 and G2, and for any two vertices
𝑣1 ∈ 𝑉1, 𝑣2 ∈ 𝑉2 s.t. 𝐶 (𝑣1) = 𝐶 (𝑣2), 𝐷 (𝑣1) = 𝐷 (𝑣2).
Ideally, we would like to find the following coloring:
for each 𝑣1 ∈ 𝑉1,𝑣2 ∈ 𝑉2, 𝐶 (𝑣1) = 𝐶 (𝑣2) ⇐⇒ there
exists isomorphism 𝜎 : G1 → G2 s.t., 𝜎 (𝑣1) = 𝑣2.

K-WL test. The WL test of isomorphism is an algo-
rithm for testing a necessary but insufficient condition
for graph isomorphism. Two graphs that do not pass
the test are necessarily non-isomorphic. First, the al-
gorithm assigns to each node the same color using the
constant coloring 𝐶0

𝑊𝐿
(𝑣) = CONST. Then the algo-

rithm continues with iterations. At each iteration 𝑖, each
node receives its neighbors’ colors and together with its
own color, it generates a new color for the next itera-
tion, i.e., 𝐶𝑖

𝑊 𝐿
(𝑣) = (𝐶𝑖−1

𝑊𝐿
(𝑣), {{𝐶𝑖−1

𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}}),

where ‘{{}}‘ denotes a multi-set, and N(𝑣) denotes
the set of neighbors of 𝑣 . This process continues until
convergence whereupon the colors are collected into a
histogram. If the two graphs have different histograms,
they failed the test and are called distinguishable. If
after the convergence, the two histograms are the same,
the graphs did not fail. Having thus passed the test, they
are called indistinguishable. It was proved in Bevilacqua
et al. [2021] that 𝐶𝑖+1

𝑊𝐿
always refines 𝐶𝑖

𝑊 𝐿
. The WL test

can be extended to K-tuple coloring instead of vertex
(1-tuple) coloring. This extension is called the K-WL
test. It was proved in Cai et al. [1992] that any pair of
graphs that are indistinguishable by k+1-WL are also
indistinguishable by K-WL. Moreover, for any K≥2, there
exists a pair of graphs s.t. they are distinguishable by
k+1-WL but indistinguishable by k-WL, i.e., k+1-WL
is strictly more expressive than k-WL, for K≥2. The di-
agonal k-WL coloring on the graph vertices is defined
to be Δ(𝑘 −𝑊𝐿) (𝑣) = 𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 (𝑣, ..., 𝑣) where 𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 is
the coloring after the k-WL converges. It was proven
in Rattan and Seppelt [2021] that Δ(k+1-WL) refines
Δ(k-WL).

Message Passing Graph Neural Networks.
MPGNNs are a specific type of GNNs. MPGNNs
work in layers; each layer 𝑙 has its own Multi Layer
Perceptron (MLP)𝑙 and iterates over the nodes in
the graph. For each node, its neighbors’ features are
aggregated together with its own features using some
aggregation operation. The result of the aggregation
is then used as input to the MLP of the current
layer, and the output is the node’s new features. To
create a descriptor of the graph, the node features
of each layer are aggregated separately, and the
results are combined together. In other words, the
node features of vertex 𝑣 after 𝑙 layers are ℎ (𝑙)𝑣 =

MLP(𝑙) (UPDATE(ℎ (𝑙−1)𝑣 ,AGGREGATE({{ℎ (𝑙−1)𝑥 |𝑥 ∈
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N(𝑣)}}))) where the graph descriptor is ℎG =

COMBINE({AGGREGATE({{ℎ (𝑙)𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}}) |𝑙 ∈
layers}). It was proved in Xu et al. [2018] that
the expressive power of MPGNNs is bounded by the
expressive power of 1-WL, i.e., for any two graphs G1
and G2 s.t. G1 and G2 are indistinguishable by 1-WL,
their descriptors created by any MPGNN will be equal.
Moreover, it was proved that MPGNNs whose node
features are aggregated using summation are strictly
more expressive than MPGNNs that use other popular
operations such as MAX and MEAN. The MPGNN
based on summation is called Graph Isomorphism
Network (GIN), and it has also been shown to produce
SOTA results in addition to the theoretically superior
expressiveness.

Graph Laplacian Let G = (𝑉 , 𝐸) be a weighted graph
with an adjacencymatrix denoted byA. Given a function
x ∈ ℝ |𝑉 | on the vertices, the Dirichlet energy of the
function x on the graph is defined to be

x>Lx =
∑︁

(𝑣,𝑢) ∈𝐸
A(𝑣,𝑢) (𝑥 (𝑣) − 𝑥 (𝑢))2 . (1)

The matrix L is the (combinatorial) graph Laplacian,
and is given by L = D − A, where D is the degree matrix
i.e., diagonal matrix where 𝐷 (𝑣, 𝑣) = |N (𝑣) |. L is
symmetric and positive semi-definite and, therefore,
admits a spectral decomposition L = ΦΛΦ>. Since
the sum of each row in L is 0, _1 = 0 is always an
eigenvalue of L. The eigenpairs (𝝓𝑖 , _𝑖) can be thought
of as the graph analogues of ‘harmonic‘ and ‘frequency‘.
The graph Laplacian is the discrete generalization of
the Laplace-Beltrami operator and hence it has similar
properties to it.

The spectrum of the graph Laplacian holds struc-
tural information about it. For example, the multiplicity
of the zero eigenvalue represents the number of con-
nected components in the graph. Another example is
the second eigenvalue (counting multiple eigenvalues
separately) that measures the connectivity of the graph
Spielman [2009]. We say that a pair of graphs are
cospectral or cospectral with respect to the Laplacian,
if their spectra of the Laplacians are equal.

Heat kernel. The heat kernel matrix describes the
process of heat diffusion on the graph through time.
The heat kernel at time 𝑡 for graph G = (𝑉 , 𝐸) is a
|𝑉 | × |𝑉 | matrix where the element at the index (𝑢, 𝑣)
is defined to be 𝐻𝑡 (𝑢, 𝑣) = Σ |𝑉 |

𝑖=1𝑒
−_𝑖𝑡𝜙𝑖 (𝑢)𝜙𝑖 (𝑣) where

_𝑖 is the i-th eigenvalue of the graph Laplacian and 𝜙𝑖
is its corresponding eigenvector. 𝐻𝑡 (𝑢, 𝑣) is the amount
of heat transferred from node 𝑢 to node 𝑣 until time
𝑡 . When the observed point in time 𝑡 tends to zero,
the kernel is affected mostly by the local structures of
the graphs. When the observed time point is relatively

large, the global structure of the graphs becomes the
dominant structure.

3 Expressive power of 1-WL with
pre-colorings

In section 2 we noted that the expressive power of 1-WL
is limited. In particular, it is strictly limited by the
expressive power of 3-WL. In this section we present a
method to improve the expressive power of 1-WL using
pre-coloring, i.e., coloring the graph before the iteration
phase of 1-WL. If we pre-color 1-WL with coloring 𝐶, we
mark the new algorithm as 1-𝐶WL.
Theorem 1. Let 𝑅1, 𝑅2 be two colorings s.t. 𝑅2 refines 𝑅1
and 𝑅2 is permutation equivariant. Accordingly, 1-𝑅2WL
is at least as expressive as 1-𝑅1WL.

Proof outline (the full proof can be found in Ap-
pendix A.1):

1. We show that for any pair of isomorphic graphs,
their histogram of 1-𝑅2WL is the same when us-
ing the permutation equivariant property of the
coloring.

2. We show that two graphs distinguishable by 1-
𝑅1WL are also distinguishable by1-𝑅2WL. This is a
corollary of the color refinement property of the
1-WL iterations.

For 𝑅1 and 𝑅2 that satisfy Theorem 1, it is enough
to find a single pair of graphs that are indistinguishable
by 1-𝑅1WL but distinguishable by 1-𝑅2WL in order to
prove strictness in expressive power.
Theorem 2. Let G1,G2 be any two graphs. Their Δ(k-
WL) histograms are equal ⇐⇒ their𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 histograms
are equal.

Proof outline (the full proof can be found in Ap-
pendix A.2):

1. We prove the first direction by running k-WL for
extra k-1 iterations after it converged. Follow-
ing the structure of the k-WL, we show that the
coloring of the graph is effectively "folded" onto
the diagonal. Since these iterations happen after
convergence, they do not change the final color-
ing, which means that the full graph histogram is
encoded onto the diagonal tuples.

2. We prove the second direction by the fact that
in the initialization of k-WL, if a tuple is colored
with the same color as a diagonal tuple, then it is
necessarily a diagonal tuple. It, therefore, retains
this property throughout the iterations.

Theorem 3. For any 𝐾 ≥ 2, 1-Δ(k+1-WL)WL is strictly
more expressive than 1 -Δ(k-WL)WL.

3



The meaning of this theorem is that the expressive
power of MPGNNs, which is provingly bounded by the
expressive power of 1-WL, can be improved ad infinitium
in the WL hierarchy using the right permutation equiv-
ariant pre-coloring as a pre-process before the MPGNN
learning phase. According to Theorem 3, the coloring
can be obtained via the computation of Δ(k-WL).

In section 4 we give another example of such pre-
coloring based on spectral features.

Not every permutation equivariant coloring𝐶 makes
1-𝐶WL strictly more expressive than 1-WL.
Example 3.1. If𝐷 (𝑢) = |N (𝑢) |, i.e., the degree coloring,
then 1-𝐷WL is equal to 1-WL in terms of expressive power.

4 Spectral pre-coloring
Spectral WL. We propose an expressive pre-coloring
based on the graph spectrum, which can be used to
color the nodes instead of the constant coloring of the
1-WL algorithm. We will call this variant the spectral WL
algorithm. To calculate the pre-coloring, we first com-
pute𝑚 heat kernel matrices for evenly spaced points in
time on the logarithmic scale. Then for each node 𝑢,
we give the following color: (𝐻𝑡1 (𝑢,𝑢), ..., 𝐻𝑡𝑚 (𝑢,𝑢)).
Finally, we choose a constant amount of quantiles 𝑟
from the row of 𝑢 (ignoring the element on the di-
agonal) and append them in ascending order, e.g.,
((𝑞𝑡11𝑢 ...𝑞

𝑡1
𝑟𝑢 ), ...(𝑞

𝑡𝑚
1𝑢 ...𝑞

𝑡𝑚
𝑟𝑢 )), to the existing color of the

node, to create the final coloring. In the example of
the spectral coloring in Figure 1, nodes that have the
same color have the same spectral features with𝑚 = 1,
𝑡 = 1 and no quantiles. This simple setting is sufficient
in order to compute the ideal equivariant coloring of
the graphs.
Theorem 4. Spectral WL is strictly more expressive than
1-WL.

Proof outline (the full proof can be found in Ap-
pendix A.5):

1. We prove that spectral WL is as expressive as 1-WL
using Theorem 1 and the fact that any coloring
refines the constant coloring.

2. We show concrete example where spectral WL
can distinguish between a pair of non-isomorphic
graphs and 1-WL does not.

Spectral features for GNNs. This pre-coloring can
be used to create initial node features for MPGNNs as
a pre-process before the learning phase. Instead of
applying the coloring we can append it to the existing
node features of any graph. As hinted by Theorem 4, in
section 5 we will see that it is enough to add a relatively
small feature vector, e.g., with 10 entries, to achieve

great expressivity even for real world graphs with hun-
dreds and thousands of nodes. One can, however, refine
the pre-processing by adding more quantiles and time
samples. The features that we added to each node have
the desirable property of being explainable, and they
have the following meaning: For node 𝑢, the feature
at entry 𝑖 ≤ 𝑚 is the amount of heat left at 𝑢 at time
𝑡𝑖 from the beginning of a diffusion process where all
the nodes had 0 heat and 𝑢 had exactly 1. The features
at entries 𝑖 > 𝑚 represent the distribution of the heat
diffusion through time on the other nodes.

Scaling for large graphs. For enormous graphs, calcu-
lating all the eigenvalues and eigenvectors is impractical.
For large and small values of 𝑡 , one can approximate H𝑡
via spectral or spatial techniques. For large values of
𝑡 and _, 𝑒−𝑡_ become negligible, hence it is enough to
rely on the 𝑘 smallest eigenvalues. For small values of 𝑡 ,
H𝑡 can be computed iteratively using explicit/implicit
Euler iterations. Alternatively, we can use the model or-
der reduction (MOR) technique to obtain approximate
dynamics. The technique has been used successfully
for computing isometry invariant descriptors for shape
analysis Bähr et al. [2018]. To that end, given the
discretized heat equation

¤x + Lx = 0, (2)
we use the eigendecomposition L = ΦΛΦ> to obtain

Φ> ¤x + ΛΦ>x = 0. (3)
Since the dynamics are governed by the smaller eigen-
values of L, we can truncate the eigendecomposition
to obtain a lower-dimensional approximation of the
dynamics. Denoting w𝑘 = Φ>

𝑘
x, with Φ𝑘 being the

first (smallest) 𝑘 eigenvectors of L, we compute the
approximated heat kernel at time 𝑡 by integrating

¤w𝑘 + Λw𝑘 = 0 (4)
up until the relevant time. Equation 4 is a simple PDE
with a diagonal matrix Λ that can easily be solved via
the unconditionally stable implicit Euler method.

Despite the fact that we thus obtain only an approx-
imation of the heat kernel, it is important to remember
that our task is not to solve the heat equation but rather
to provide useful spectral features for graph learning
tasks. In the related problem of non-rigid shape retrieval,
descriptors obtained via the approximated dynamics
(Equation 4) actually provide better retrieval results
compared to descriptors based on the full dynamics
Bähr et al. [2018].

5 Experimental study on synthetic
benchmarks

To demonstrate the improvement in expressivity that the
spectral features add, we built two benchmarks, each of
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Figure 2: First pair of the original graphs. 1-WL indis-
tinguishable but not cospectral.

Figure 3: Second pair of the original graphs. 1-WL
distinguishable but cospectral with respect to the Lapla-
cian.

which is based on a single pair of graphs. The first pair of
graphs is the Decalin and Bicyclopentyl molecule graphs
that have the same 1-WL histogram Sato [2020], but
their spectrum is different. The second pair of graphs
is shown in Figure 3, and they are distinguishable by
1-WL but cospectral with respect to the Laplacian. For
each benchmark, we created 1000 examples by adding
or removing a single edge at random from the original
graphs and reordering their node indices randomly. For
each benchmark, we split all the instances into training
and test sets with ratio at a 9:1. The goal of a classifier
for the benchmark is: Given a graph from the test set,
identify the original graph from which it was perturbed.
We trained GIN Xu et al. [2018], GCN Kipf and Welling
[2016], GraphSAGE Hamilton et al. [2017a] and GAT
Veličković et al. [2017] and their appropriate Spectral
Pre-processed (SP) classifiers with the same settings
of five message passing layers, a hidden dimension of
64, a learning rate of 0.01 and spectral features from
10 points in time using only the maximum quantile, for
100 epochs. We repeated the experiment 100 times and
report the average accuracy and standard deviation of
each classifier.

As expected, for the 1-WL indistinguishable pair
of graphs, the MGNNs struggle to identify the source
of each graph, because 1-WL cannot differentiate be-
tween the sources. The spectral features help them to
overcome this issue easily. GIN, which has the most ex-
pressive aggregation operation among all the MPGNNs,
achieves great accuracy on the cospectral graphs; the
other MPGNNs, however, do not. These results make
sense, since cospectral graphs have common structural
properties. In Figure 4 and Figure 5 we can see the
spectral coloring of the cospectral graphs introduced by
the spectral pre-prossessing – nodes with the same color
have the same spectral features. In Figure 4 the pre-

Table 1: Experimental study results

GNN / Test set 1-WL indistinguishable Cospectral

GIN 64±4 93±2
SP-GIN 99±5 93±4
GCN 51±4 73±16

SP-GCN 98±6 92±5
GAT 50±0 49±0

SP-GAT 97±11 77±16
GraphSAGE 49±0 49±0

SP-GraphSAGE 95±12 91±6

Figure 4: Cospectral graph coloring based only on the
diagonal of the heat kernel.

Figure 5: Cospectral graph coloring based on the diago-
nal of the heat kernel and the maximum quantile.

processing does not use any quantiles and in Figure 5
the pre-processing uses only the maximum quantile.
We can see that not only do both colorings strictly refine
the constant coloring, but that the coloring that uses
the maximum quantile strictly refines the one that does
not.

6 Evaluation on real benchmarks
We evaluate our pre-processing method on two graph
learning tasks: graph classification and node classifica-
tion. For each task we used four types of GNNs (GIN,
GCN, GraphSAGE and GAT) from the Pytorch Geomet-
ric framework Fey and Lenssen [2019] to compare the
standard use of the network to our SP method.

6.1 Graph classification
We used nine graph classification benchmarks for this
task: five social network datasets (COLLAB, IMDB-
BINARY, IMDB-MULTI, REDDITBINARY and REDDIT-
MULTI5K), threemolecule datasets (MUTAG, PTC, NCI1)
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and a dataset from the field of bioinformatics (PRO-
TEINS) Yanardag and Vishwanathan [2015]. The task of
the benchmarks here is to achieve the highest average
validation accuracy with 10-fold cross-validation. We
used GNNs with five layers where in each layer’s MLP a
single hidden layer was used. We used concatenation
to create the final graph descriptor and a linear layer to
create the final output. We fine-tuned the dropout of
the linear layer to be one of {0,0.5}. For the bioinfor-
matics and molecule datasets, we fine-tuned the hidden
dimension of all the MLPs to be one of {16,32}, while
for the social network benchmarks we consistently used
a hidden dimension of size 64. The number of epochs
that achieved the best cross-validation accuracy, aver-
aged over the 10 folds, was selected. We examined 700
epochs for each configuration. For the SP-MPGNNs we
chose the best out of the following two: 1. Sampling
10 points in time and not using quantiles at all; 2. Sam-
pling 5 points in time and using the maximum quantile.
We report the average validation accuracy and standard
deviation over 10 folds.

Table 2: Graph classification results – Molecules and
bioinformatics

Method MUTAG PTC PROTEINS NCI1

GIN 88±7 66±8 75±3 82±1
SP-GIN 91±6 66±7 76±3 82±1
GCN 83±6 67±6 75±3 82±1

SP-GCN 91±6 68±8 75±3 81±1
GAT 80±9 66±9 75±3 81±1

SP-GAT 90±5 68±6 75±4 81±1
GraphSAGE 83±8 65±7 73±4 82±1

SP-GraphSAGE 91±7 65±6 73±4 82±1

Table 3: Graph classification results – Social networks

Method COLLAB IMDB-B IMDB-M REDDIT-B REDDIT-M

GIN 70±1 73±3 50±3 78±2 54±1
SP-GIN 77±1 73±4 51±4 86±2 57±2
GCN 76±1 65±3 41±3 90±1 55±1

SP-GCN 77±2 74±4 50±4 91±1 56±1
GAT 42±10 52±3 36±2 71±4 32±5

SP-GAT 74±2 73±4 50±4 91±2 56±1
GraphSAGE 40±9 52±3 36±2 73±3 35±2

SP-GraphSAGE 77±2 73±3 50±4 91±1 57±2

In general, the SP-MPGNNs performed better than
the MPGNNs, especially on the social network bench-
marks that contains no initial features for the nodes.

6.2 Node classification
We used four node classification benchmarks for this
task: three citation network datasets (Cora, CiteSeer
and PubMed) Yang et al. [2016] and a biochemistry
dataset (PPI) Zitnik and Leskovec [2017]. The task of
the benchmarks here is to achieve the highest average
test accuracy upon 100 random initializations of the
GNNs. For the citation networks, only the number of
message passing layers, the hidden dimension of the
MLPs and the number of training epochs, were fine-
tuned, using the validation set. The number of the layers
was one of {2, 3, 4}, the hidden dimension was one of
{128, 256, 384, 512} and each model was trained for at
most 200 epochs. Specifically for PPI, there were two
layers, the hidden dimension was 512 and the models
were trained for 800 epochs. The spectral pre-process
was calibrated exactly as in the graph classification
evaluation. We repeated each training-testing session
100 times and report the average accuracy and standard
deviation of the test set.

Table 4: Node classification results

Method CiteSeer Cora PubMed PPI

GIN 71.9±0.6 81.8±0.5 79.6±0.5 91.1±0.2
SP-GIN 71.3±0.6 81.9±1.8 78.8±0.7 91.4±0.2
GCN 63.5±4.4 78.1±2.6 80.4±0.5 88.8±0.1

SP-GCN 72.1±0.8 82.3±1.4 80.8±0.4 89.2±0.1
GAT 64.1±4.5 81.6±1.0 79.9±1.3 79.6±0.2

SP-GAT 72.3±1.5 79.2±1.9 80.4±0.7 80.7±0.3
GraphSAGE 72.8±0.6 82.9±0.9 80.2±0.6 95.8±0.1

SP-GraphSAGE 72.9±0.6 81.9±2.3 80.8±0.5 96.0±0.1

Even though each node in the benchmark contains
a feature vector with hundreds of entries, appending to
it a relatively small number of spectral features usually
improved the accuracy of the MPGNNs. This can be
explained by the fact that the spectral features also
contain global information about the graph and the
node’s position according to it. This information cannot
be learned using a small amount of message passing
iterations.

6.3 Ablation study
Alongside the benchmark testing we conducted, we
also wanted to examine the effect of the parameters
of our spectral pre-processing method, including the
number of points in time to sample, the range of the
sample and the quantiles to use. For this experiment
we chose one benchmark with initial features (NCI1)
and one benchmark with none (COLLAB). We again
used the four MPGNNs. Each was trained using a
hidden dimension of 64 with fivemessage passing layers,
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for 700 epochs. We report the average and standard
deviation of the test accuracy on 10 different folds of
the datasets. We report only the best configuration per
total size of node features. The configuration setting is
reported as ‘(start of the sampling range in powers of 10,
end of the sampling range in powers of 10, number of
samples, used quantiles)‘.‘MMM‘ in the quantiles entry
denotes the use of the max, min and median quantiles.
The full results can be found in Appendix B.

Table 5: Ablation study on the COLLAB results

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GIN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.777±0.018
SP-GIN 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.780±0.021
SP-GIN 20 (-1,1,20,max) 0.788±0.021
SP-GIN 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.781±0.020
SP-GCN 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.774±0.025
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.778±0.019
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,5,MMM) 0.787±0.021
SP-GCN 40 (-2,2,10,MMM) 0.786±0.020
SP-GAT 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.758±0.022
SP-GAT 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.758±0.015
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.764±0.016
SP-GAT 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.756±0.015

SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.787±0.017
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.795±0.014
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.779±0.015
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.780±0.019

Table 6: Ablation study on the NCI1 results

GNN Features size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GIN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.806±0.024
SP-GIN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.812±0.014
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.812±0.014
SP-GIN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.816±0.015
SP-GCN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.801±0.021
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.807±0.015
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.811±0.014
SP-GCN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.804±0.021
SP-GAT 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.806±0.015
SP-GAT 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.807±0.014
SP-GAT 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.805±0.014
SP-GAT 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.801±0.012

SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.821±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.816±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.817±0.018
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-2,2,10,MMM) 0.812±0.016

For the NCI1 benchmark we can see that the range
and the quantile amount with which we chose to train
the MPGNNs in the graph and node classification tasks
achieve the best results where there are 10 features.
For the NCI1 and COLLAB benchmarks, we can see that
the performance of SP-MPGNNs can be improved even
further by choosing spectral features with more than 10
entries.

7 Related works
This section surveys works related to our research. We
split the section into paragraphs by the method used
to improve the expressive power of MPGNNs – spectral
methods and methods for generalizing the message
passing scheme.

Use of spectral decomposition in GNNs. Work has
been done to improve the expressive power of GNNs,
with some studies adopting the spectral based ap-
proaches. An example OF such an approach is the
SAN architecture Kreuzer et al. [2021]. First, SAN finds
the spectral decomposition of the graph Laplacian using
the kth smallest eigenvalues and their appropriate eigen-
vectors. Then it encodes them into node features using
a transformer with self-attention. Another example is
the DGN architecture Beani et al. [2021], which uses
the eigendecomposition of the Laplacian to calculate
the derivative or direction between the nodes. The di-
rections are then encoded as node features for the GNN.
Both SAN and DGN have been shown to produce SOTA
results on real world benchmarks. These methods, how-
ever, allow different descriptors for isomorphic graphs
since they are dependent on the eigendecomposition
representation.

WL go X. Several other works tried to break the limit
of expressivity of MPGNNs. Some introduce new sophis-
ticated GNN architectures that are based on interesting
concepts from various fields of research. These concepts
usually generalize the GNNs’ message passing scheme,
which makes the new architectures more expressive but
less efficient. The first attempt to extend the expressive
power of GNNs was the K-Dimensional Graph Neural
Network Morris et al. [2019]. These networks general-
ize MPGNNs in the same way the k-WL test generalizes
the WL test. Hence, their expressive power is natu-
rally better, upper bounded by the k-WL instead of the
WL. Unfortunately, these networks require tremendous
memory and computation time as K increases, similar
to the k-WL test.

The Simplicial Isomorphism Network (SIN) Bodnar
et al. [2021b] is another approach that extends the ex-
pressive power of GNNs. This method treats graphs as
a general algebraic object called a simplicial complex
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and performs the message passing between every two
neighbors in the simplicial complex instead of the adja-
cent vertices. Bodnar et al. proved that SIN is strictly
more powerful than the WL test and at least as powerful
as the 3-WL test. The Cell Isomorphism Network (CIN)
Bodnar et al. [2021a] is yet another architecture based
on an algebraic object. This object is called a regular
cell complex and it generalizes the simplicial complex.
In their paper, the researcher use the definition of ‘cell
complex adjacencies‘ to define the new scheme of mes-
sage passing. Similar to SIN, it was proved that CIN
is strictly more powerful than the WL test and at least
as powerful as the 3-WL test. They also present great
results on learning tasks for molecular problems.

8 Discussion
In this work we demonstrated how one can strictly im-
prove the expressive power of the WL test an infinite
number of times in the WL hierarchy using the diagonal
coloring of the k-WL algorithm, and simultaneously
improve the upper bound for MPGNNs, without any
change in their architecture. We also proposed spec-
tral pre-processing for MPGNNs that is based on the
diagonal and quantiles of the heat kernel matrix. From
the results of the graph classification and node classi-
fication benchmarks, we conclude that our method of
pre-processing improves the performance of MPGNNs
on real world graph-structured data. For example,
the classification accuracy of GIN, the most expressive
MPGNN, on social networks graphs, improved by 3.5%
and, when using GAT the improvement is much more
significant and stands at 22%.

In light of our results, we encourage future research
of the possible equivariant and insightful pre-coloring
or pre-processing that can be done before the learning
phase of MPGNNs, similar to the spectral pre-processing
we presented.

Acknowledgements
This research was partially supported by the Technion
Hiroshi Fujiwara Cyber Security Research Center and
the Israel National Cyber Directorate.

8



References
Martin Bähr, Robert Dachsel, and Michael Breuß. Fast

solvers for solving shapematching by time integration.
In Annual Workshop of the AAPR (42), pages 65–72,
2018. (cited on p. 4)

Muhammet Balcilar, Pierre Héroux, Benoit Gaüzère,
Pascal Vasseur, Sébastien Adam, and Paul Honeine.
Breaking the limits of message passing graph neural
networks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.04319, 2021. (cited
on p. 1)

Dominique Beani, Saro Passaro, Vincent Létourneau,
Will Hamilton, Gabriele Corso, and Pietro Liò. Direc-
tional graph networks. In International Conference on
Machine Learning, pages 748–758. PMLR, 2021. (cited
on p. 7)

Beatrice Bevilacqua, Fabrizio Frasca, Derek Lim, Bala-
subramaniam Srinivasan, Chen Cai, Gopinath Bala-
murugan, Michael M Bronstein, and Haggai Maron.
Equivariant subgraph aggregation networks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2110.02910, 2021. (cited on p. 2)

Cristian Bodnar, Fabrizio Frasca, Nina Otter, Yu Guang
Wang, Pietro Liò, Guido F Montufar, and Michael
Bronstein. Weisfeiler and lehman go cellular: Cw
networks. Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems, 34, 2021a. (cited on p. 8)

Cristian Bodnar, Fabrizio Frasca, Yu Guang Wang, Nina
Otter, Guido Montúfar, Pietro Lio, and Michael Bron-
stein. Weisfeiler and lehman go topological: Mes-
sage passing simplicial networks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2103.03212, 2021b. (cited on p. 7)

Michael M Bronstein, Joan Bruna, Yann LeCun, Arthur
Szlam, and Pierre Vandergheynst. Geometric deep
learning: going beyond euclidean data. IEEE Signal
Processing Magazine, 34(4):18–42, 2017. (cited on p.
1)

Jin-Yi Cai, Martin Fürer, and Neil Immerman. An op-
timal lower bound on the number of variables for
graph identification. Combinatorica, 12(4):389–410,
1992. (cited on p. 2)

Nicholas Choma, Federico Monti, Lisa Gerhardt, Tomasz
Palczewski, Zahra Ronaghi, Prabhat Prabhat, Wahid
Bhimji, Michael Bronstein, Spencer Klein, and Joan
Bruna. Graph neural networks for icecube signal clas-
sification. In 2018 17th IEEE International Conference
on Machine Learning and Applications (ICMLA), pages
386–391. IEEE, 2018. (cited on p. 1)

David K Duvenaud, Dougal Maclaurin, Jorge Ipar-
raguirre, Rafael Bombarell, Timothy Hirzel, Alán
Aspuru-Guzik, and Ryan P Adams. Convolutional net-
works on graphs for learning molecular fingerprints.

In Advances in neural information processing systems,
pages 2224–2232, 2015. (cited on p. 1)

Matthias Fey and Jan Eric Lenssen. Fast graph represen-
tation learning with pytorch geometric. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1903.02428, 2019. (cited on p. 5)

Justin Gilmer, Samuel S Schoenholz, Patrick F Riley,
Oriol Vinyals, and George E Dahl. Neural message
passing for quantum chemistry. In International con-
ference on machine learning, pages 1263–1272. PMLR,
2017. (cited on p. 1)

Martin Grohe. Fixed-point definability and polynomial
time on graphs with excluded minors. Journal of the
ACM (JACM), 59(5):1–64, 2012. (cited on p. 2)

Will Hamilton, Zhitao Ying, and Jure Leskovec. Induc-
tive representation learning on large graphs. Advances
in neural information processing systems, 30, 2017a.
(cited on p. 5)

William L Hamilton, Rex Ying, and Jure Leskovec. Rep-
resentation learning on graphs: Methods and applica-
tions. arXiv preprint arXiv:1709.05584, 2017b. (cited
on p. 1)

Neil Immerman and Eric Lander. Describing graphs:
A first-order approach to graph canonization. In
Complexity theory retrospective, pages 59–81. Springer,
1990. (cited on p. 2)

Sandra Kiefer, Ilia Ponomarenko, and Pascal Schweitzer.
The weisfeiler–leman dimension of planar graphs is
at most 3. Journal of the ACM (JACM), 66(6):1–31,
2019. (cited on p. 2)

Thomas N Kipf and Max Welling. Semi-supervised clas-
sification with graph convolutional networks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1609.02907, 2016. (cited on p. 5)

Devin Kreuzer, Dominique Beaini, William L Hamilton,
Vincent Létourneau, and Prudencio Tossou. Rethink-
ing graph transformers with spectral attention. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2106.03893, 2021. (cited on p. 7)

Yann LeCun, Léon Bottou, Yoshua Bengio, and Patrick
Haffner. Gradient-based learning applied to docu-
ment recognition. Proceedings of the IEEE, 86(11):
2278–2324, 1998. (cited on p. 1)

Or Litany, Tal Remez, Emanuele Rodol‘a, Alex Bronstein,
and Michael Bronstein. Deep functional maps: Struc-
tured prediction for dense shape correspondence.
ICCV, 2017. (cited on p. 1)

Federico Monti, Fabrizio Frasca, Davide Eynard, Damon
Mannion, and Michael M Bronstein. Fake news detec-
tion on social media using geometric deep learning.
arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.06673, 2019. (cited on p. 1)

9



Christopher Morris, Martin Ritzert, Matthias Fey,
William L Hamilton, Jan Eric Lenssen, Gaurav Rattan,
and Martin Grohe. Weisfeiler and leman go neural:
Higher-order graph neural networks. In Proceedings
of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, vol-
ume 33, pages 4602–4609, 2019. (cited on pp. 7
and 11)

Gaurav Rattan and Tim Seppelt. Weisfeiler–leman,
graph spectra, and random walks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2103.02972, 2021. (cited on p. 2)

Leonardo FR Ribeiro, Pedro HP Saverese, and Daniel R
Figueiredo. struc2vec: Learning node representations
from structural identity. In Proceedings of the 23rd
ACM SIGKDD international conference on knowledge
discovery and data mining, pages 385–394, 2017. (cited
on p. 1)

Ryoma Sato. A survey on the expressive power of graph
neural networks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.04078,
2020. (cited on pp. 1, 5, and 12)

Daniel Spielman. Spectral graph theory. Lecture Notes,
Yale University, pages 740–0776, 2009. (cited on p. 3)

Jonathan M. Stokes, Kevin Yang, Kyle Swanson, Wen-
gong Jin, Andres Cubillos-Ruiz, Nina M. Donghia,
Craig R. MacNair, Shawn French, Lindsey A. Carfrae,
Zohar Bloom-Ackermann, Victoria M. Tran, Anush
Chiappino-Pepe, Ahmed H. Badran, Ian W. Andrews,
Emma J. Chory, George M. Church, Eric D. Brown,
Tommi S. Jaakkola, Regina Barzilay, and James J.
Collins. A deep learning approach to antibiotic dis-
covery. Cell, 180(4):688 – 702.e13, 2020. ISSN 0092-
8674. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.01.021.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0092867420301021. (cited on p. 1)

Petar Veličković, Guillem Cucurull, Arantxa Casanova,
Adriana Romero, Pietro Lio, and Yoshua Ben-
gio. Graph attention networks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1710.10903, 2017. (cited on p. 5)

Keyulu Xu, Weihua Hu, Jure Leskovec, and Stefanie
Jegelka. How powerful are graph neural networks?
arXiv preprint arXiv:1810.00826, 2018. (cited on pp. 1,
3, and 5)

Pinar Yanardag and S. V. N. Vishwanathan. Deep graph
kernels. Proceedings of the 21th ACM SIGKDD Inter-
national Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data
Mining, 2015. (cited on p. 6)

Zhilin Yang, William Cohen, and Ruslan Salakhudi-
nov. Revisiting semi-supervised learning with graph
embeddings. In International conference on machine
learning, pages 40–48. PMLR, 2016. (cited on p. 6)

Rex Ying, Ruining He, Kaifeng Chen, Pong Eksombat-
chai, William L Hamilton, and Jure Leskovec. Graph
convolutional neural networks for web-scale recom-
mender systems. In Proceedings of the 24th ACM
SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Dis-
covery & Data Mining, pages 974–983, 2018. (cited on
p. 1)

Jie Zhou, Ganqu Cui, Shengding Hu, Zhengyan Zhang,
Cheng Yang, Zhiyuan Liu, Lifeng Wang, Changcheng
Li, and Maosong Sun. Graph neural networks: A
review of methods and applications. AI Open, 1:57–81,
2020. (cited on p. 1)

Marinka Zitnik and Jure Leskovec. Predicting multicel-
lular function through multi-layer tissue networks.
Bioinformatics, 33(14):i190–i198, 2017. (cited on p. 6)

10

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092867420301021
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092867420301021


A Proofs
In the following proofs we assume the definition of
the k-WL as defined in Morris et al. [2019]. 𝐶0

𝑘−𝑊𝐿
is

defined to be equal between any two tuples of ver-
tices from G1 and G2, if and only if the two sub-
graphs of G1 and G2 comprising all the vertcies in
each tuple are isomorphic. We first define the multi-
set for iteration 𝑖 at index 𝑗 to be 𝑐𝑖, 𝑗

𝑘−𝑊𝐿
(𝑣1, ...𝑣𝑘 ) =

{{𝐶𝑖−1
𝑘−𝑊𝐿

(𝑣1, ...𝑣 𝑗−1,𝑤, 𝑣 𝑗+1, ...𝑣𝑘 ) |𝑤 ∈ 𝑉 }}. Finally, we
define the k-WL coloring at iteration 𝑖 on tuple 𝑠 to be
𝐶𝑖
𝑘−𝑊𝐿

(𝑠) = (𝑐𝑖,1
𝑘−𝑊𝐿

(𝑠), ...𝑐𝑖,𝐾
𝑘−𝑊𝐿

(𝑠)).

A.1 Theorem 1 proof
Proof. 1. Let G1 and G2 be two isomorphic graphs
where 𝜎 : 𝑉1 → 𝑉2 is the isomorphism. We will prove
by induction that after 𝑛 message passing iterations of
1-WL initilized with permutation equivariant coloring,
𝑅2, the coloring of every pair 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2 s.t.
𝜎 (𝑣) = 𝑢 is the same.

Base (n=0): 𝑅2 is permutation equivarinat and
hence by its definition 𝑅2(𝑣) = 𝑅2(𝑢) for each 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1
and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2 s.t. 𝜎 (𝑣) = 𝑢.

Step: From the induction assumption we know
that every two nodes 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and 𝑢 = 𝜎 (𝑣) ∈ 𝑉2
have the same color after 𝑛 message passing itera-
tions of 1-WL. For each such 𝑣 and 𝑢 we will look at
the coloring after the 𝑛 + 1 iteration of 1-WL. These
are equal to (𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑣), {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}})

and (𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑢), {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑢)}}), respec-
tively. 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑢) and 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑣) are equal from

the induction assumption. 𝜎 is an isomorphism and
hence 𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣) ⇐⇒ 𝜎 (𝑥) ∈ 𝑁 (𝑢) and, therefore,
{{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}} and {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈

N (𝑢)}} are equal. Since 𝜎 is a bijection, we get that
the coloring histogram of G1 and G2 is the same for
each 𝑛.
2. Let G1 and G2 be any two graphs and let 𝑅1, 𝑅2
be two initial colorings for 1-WL s.t. 𝑅2 refines 𝑅1.
We will prove by induction that for each 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and
𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2, s.t. 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) = 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑢), 𝑢, 𝑣 also satisfy

𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿
(𝑣) = 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑢) for any number 𝑛 of 1-WL
message passing iterations. Therefore, if 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) ≠
𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑢) then 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑣) ≠ 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑢).
Base (n=0): For any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2,

if 𝐶0
1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) = 𝐶0
1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑢) then 𝐶0
1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) =

𝐶0
1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑢) since 𝑅2 refines 𝑅1.
Step: Let 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2 be any

two vertices s.t. 𝐶𝑛+11−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑣) = 𝐶𝑛+11−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑢).
Their coloring in the 𝑛 + 1 iteration is equal
to (𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑣), {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}}) and

(𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(𝑢), {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑢)}}), respec-
tively. From the induction assumption we find that
𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) = 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿
(𝑢). In addition, we know

that the two multisets in the second part of the tu-
ples are equal, this means that there exists an injec-
tive mapping ` : N(𝑢) → N(𝑣) s.t. 𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿

(𝑥) =

𝐶𝑛1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿
(` (𝑥)) and hence by the induction assump-

tion {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}} = {{𝐶𝑛1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈
N (𝑢)}} and therefore 𝐶𝑛+11−𝑅1𝑊𝐿

(𝑣) = 𝐶𝑛+11−𝑅1𝑊𝐿
(𝑢).

If G1 and G2 are 1-𝑅1WL distinguishable they have
different 1-𝑅1WL histograms after some iteration 𝑛.
Hence, there does not exist an injective mapping
` : 𝑉1 → 𝑉2 s.t. 𝐶1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿 (𝑥) = 𝐶1−𝑅1𝑊𝐿 (` (𝑥)) for
any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉1. From the claim proved by induction there
does not exist an injective mapping ` : 𝑉1 → 𝑉2 s.t.
𝐶1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿 (𝑥) = 𝐶1−𝑅2𝑊𝐿 (` (𝑥)) for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉1. There-
fore G1 and G2 have different 1−𝑅2WL histograms and
are distinguishable by 1-𝑅2WL.

�

A.2 Theorem 2 proof
Proof. Given G1 and G2 s.t. {{Δ(3-WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈
𝑉1}} = {{Δ(3-WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉2}} we will
prove that {{𝐶3−𝑊𝐿 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) |𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝑉1}} =

{{𝐶3−𝑊𝐿 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) |𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝑉2}}.
From the equality of the diagonal colorings his-

togram we know that there is an injective map-
ping ` : 𝑉1 → 𝑉2 s.t. for any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1,
Δ(3-WL)(𝑣) = Δ(3-WL)(` (𝑣)). From structure of
𝐶3−𝑊𝐿 we know that {{𝐶𝑛−13−𝑊𝐿

(𝑣, 𝑣, 𝑧) |𝑧 ∈ 𝑉1}} =

{{𝐶𝑛−13−𝑊𝐿
(` (𝑣), ` (𝑣), 𝑧) |𝑧 ∈ 𝑉2}} for any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1.

Hence, there is an injective mapping `2 : 𝑉1 × 𝑉1 →
𝑉2 × 𝑉2 s.t. for any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1, 𝐶𝑛−13−𝑊𝐿

(𝑣, 𝑣,𝑢) =

𝐶𝑛−13−𝑊𝐿
(`2(𝑣,𝑢)1, `2(𝑣,𝑢)), and again from the struc-

ture of𝐶3−𝑊𝐿, the following exists {{𝐶𝑛−23−𝑊𝐿
(𝑣,𝑦,𝑢) |𝑦 ∈

𝑉1}} = {{𝐶𝑛−23−𝑊𝐿
(`2(𝑣,𝑢)1, 𝑦, `2(𝑣,𝑢)2) |𝑦 ∈ 𝑉2}} for

any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1. Hence {{𝐶3−𝑊𝐿 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) |𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝑉1}} =
{{𝐶3−𝑊𝐿 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) |𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝑉2}}, since the 3-WL algo-
rithm converges and we assume it converges after n-2
iterations. The proof can be generalized easily to any K.

Given G1 and G2 s.t. {{𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 (𝑣1, ...𝑣𝑘 ) |𝑣1, ...𝑣𝑘 ∈
𝑉1}} = {{𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 (𝑣1, ...𝑣𝑘 ) |𝑣1, ...𝑣𝑘 ∈ 𝑉2}}, we
will prove that {{Δ(k-WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1}} = {{Δ(k-
WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉2}}. From the initialization of k-WL we
know that the color of each tuple of the form (𝑣, .., 𝑣)
is equal only to other tuples of this form since they
are the only ones that represents a graph with a single
vertex. Hence, for any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 and 𝑢1, 𝑢2, ...𝑢𝑘 ∈ 𝑉2
if 𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 (𝑣, ..., 𝑣) = 𝐶𝑘−𝑊𝐿 (𝑢1, ..., 𝑢𝑘 ); then necessar-
ily 𝑢1 = 𝑢2 = ... = 𝑢𝑘 . Since any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1 is in-
jectively mapped to 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉2 with the same diagonal
coloring, we get that {{Δ(k-WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉1}} = {{Δ(k-
WL)(𝑣) |𝑣 ∈ 𝑉2}}. �
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A.3 Theorem 3 proof
From Theorem 1 it immediately is derived that 1-Δ(k+1-
WL)WL is as expressive at least as 1-Δ(k-WL)WL. To
show that this inequality is strict, we will find a pair of
graphs for each 𝐾 ≥ 2 s.t. they are indistinguishable by
1-Δ(k-WL)WL but distinguishable by 1-Δ(k+1-WL)WL.
For any 𝐾 ≥ 2 we know there exists G1 and G2 s.t. they
are distinguishable by k+1-WL and indistinguishable
by k-WL. From Theorem 2 we know that this pair of
graphs is also distinguishable by the 1-Δ(k+1-WL)WL
algorithm. We also know from Theorem 2 that the Δ(k-
WL) histograms of the graphs are equal. We will prove
that the 1-Δ(k-WL)WL histograms of the graphs are also
equal by showing that the message passing iterations of
1-WL does not change the nodes colors except for the
marking/representation of the colors, i.e., the message
passing iterations of the 1-WL does not add any new
information to the coloring. After a single iteration
of 1-Δ(k-WL)WL, the new coloring of any vertex 𝑣 is
(Δ(𝑘−𝑊𝐿) (𝑣), {{Δ(𝑘−𝑊𝐿) (𝑢) |𝑢 ∈ N (𝑣)}}), i.e., the
new information added to the coloring is the coloring
histogram of the neighbors. We will show that this
information can be derived from Δ(𝑘 −𝑊𝐿) (𝑣) for any
𝑣 . From the initialization of k-WL we can find any color
of a tuple (𝑣, 𝑣, ...𝑢) such that 𝑢 ∈ N (𝑣) since their
representing graphs are isomorphic and different from
the representing graphs for (𝑣, 𝑣, ...𝑥) where 𝑥 ∉ N(𝑣).
In this way we can find any color of a tuple (𝑣,𝑢, ...𝑢)
s.t. 𝑢 ∈ N (𝑣). Again from the initialization of k-WL we
can find the color of any (𝑢,𝑢, ...𝑢) s.t. 𝑢 ∈ N (𝑣).

Since the coloring of 1-Δ(k-WL)WL does not change
in any iteration and because the coloring histograms
are equal from the beginning, 1-Δ(k-WL)WL cannot
distinguish between the pair of graphs.

A.4 Example 1 proof
Proof. We will prove that 𝐶1

1−𝑊𝐿
≡ 𝐷, i.e., the

coloring generated after a single iteration of 1-WL
initialized with constant coloring equals 𝐷. For
any vertex v, it is colored with the following col-
oring: (𝐶0

1−𝑊𝐿
(𝑣), {{𝐶0

1−𝑊𝐿
(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ N (𝑣)}}) =

(𝐶𝑂𝑁𝑆𝑇, {{𝐶𝑂𝑁𝑆𝑇,𝐶𝑂𝑁𝑆𝑇, ...𝐶𝑂𝑁𝑆𝑇 }}) where the
multiset size is equal to the size of N(𝑣). Hence
𝐶1
1−𝑊𝐿

≡ 𝐷.
�

A.5 Theorem 4 proof
Proof. From Theorem 1 it is immediately derived that
Spectral WL is as expressive at least as 1-WL since the
spectral pre-coloring is permutation equivariant and
any coloring refines the constant coloring. We will show
that there exist two graphs that are indistinguishable
by 1-WL but distinguishable by Spectral WL and hence
Spectral WL is strictly more expressive than 1-WL.

Coloring Histogram

Graph
Color 0.1914 0.1929 0.2891 0.291 0.3078 0.3098

G1 2 0 4 0 4 0
G2 0 2 0 4 0 4

Table A.1: Coloring histograms after initialization of
Spectral WL

Let G1 and G2 be the graphs representing the De-
calin and Bicyclopentyl molecules (Figure 2). It was
previously shown that G1 and G2 are not isomorphic
but cannot be distinguished by the 1-WL test Sato [2020]
. Their Spectral WL histograms using𝑚 = 1 with 𝑡 = 1
and 𝑟 = 0 after the initialization phase are shown in
Table A.1. Since these histograms are different, Spectral
WL will determine that these graphs are not isomorphic.

�

B Ablation study – Full results

Table B.2: Ablation study on COLLAB results on GIN

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GIN 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0768±0.015
SP-GIN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.777±±0.018
SP-GIN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.777±±0.014
SP-GIN 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.776±±0.017
SP-GIN 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.780±±0.021
SP-GIN 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.763±±0.020
SP-GIN 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.778±±0.022
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.755±±0.019
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.786±±0.020
SP-GIN 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.788±±0.021
SP-GIN 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.772±±0.012
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.780±±0.018
SP-GIN 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.770±±0.015
SP-GIN 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.763±±0.017
SP-GIN 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.781±±0.020
SP-GIN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.770±±0.015
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Table B.3: Ablation study on COLLAB results on GCN

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GCN 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.774±±0.025
SP-GCN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.760±±0.016
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.777±±0.024
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.778±±0.019
SP-GCN 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.762±±0.022
SP-GCN 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.777±±0.019
SP-GCN 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.771±±0.021
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.787±±0.021
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.774±±0.020
SP-GCN 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.770±±0.021
SP-GCN 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.784±±0.023
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.770±±0.023
SP-GCN 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.780±±0.024
SP-GCN 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.786±±0.020
SP-GCN 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.769±±0.023
SP-GCN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.781±±0.023

Table B.4: Ablation study on COLLAB results on GAT

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GAT 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.753±±0.022
SP-GAT 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.758±±0.022
SP-GAT 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.750±±0.024
SP-GAT 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.753±±0.019
SP-GAT 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.758±±0.015
SP-GAT 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.750±±0.020
SP-GAT 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.758±±0.022
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.749±±0.021
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.763±±0.022
SP-GAT 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.759±±0.018
SP-GAT 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.758±±0.020
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.764±±0.016
SP-GAT 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.758±±0.022
SP-GAT 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.764±±0.018
SP-GAT 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.754±±0.018
SP-GAT 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.758±±0.022

Table B.5: Ablation study on COLLAB results on Graph-
SAGE

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.779±±0.018
SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.787±±0.017
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.778±±0.020
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.779±±0.016
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.795±±0.014
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.778±±0.024
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.792±±0.019
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.776±±0.021
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.774±±0.019
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.773±±0.025
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.779±±0.015
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.778±±0.020
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.774±±0.022
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.777±±0.019
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.777±±0.019
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.780±±0.019

Table B.6: Ablation study on NCI1 results on GIN

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GIN 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.806±±0.024
SP-GIN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.809±±0.014
SP-GIN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.812±±0.014
SP-GIN 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.803±±0.019
SP-GIN 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.803±±0.017
SP-GIN 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.808±±0.016
SP-GIN 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.804±±0.015
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.809±±0.018
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.812±±0.014
SP-GIN 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.810±±0.016
SP-GIN 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.807±±0.015
SP-GIN 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.808±±0.021
SP-GIN 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.811±±0.016
SP-GIN 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.812±±0.014
SP-GIN 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.807±±0.013
SP-GIN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.816±±0.015
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Table B.7: Ablation study on NCI1 results on GCN

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GCN 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.801±±0.019
SP-GCN 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.801±±0.021
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.807±±0.015
SP-GCN 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.804±±0.010
SP-GCN 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.803±±0.016
SP-GCN 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.795±±0.016
SP-GCN 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.806±±0.021
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.810±±0.014
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.805±±0.011
SP-GCN 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.803±±0.018
SP-GCN 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.805±±0.017
SP-GCN 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.811±±0.014
SP-GCN 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.810±±0.016
SP-GCN 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.801±±0.017
SP-GCN 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.797±±0.023
SP-GCN 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.804±±0.021

Table B.8: Ablation study on NCI1 results on GAT

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GAT 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.806±±0.015
SP-GAT 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.801±±0.018
SP-GAT 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.806±±0.017
SP-GAT 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.807±±0.014
SP-GAT 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.790±±0.016
SP-GAT 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.806±±0.021
SP-GAT 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.800±±0.018
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.791±±0.018
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.792±±0.015
SP-GAT 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.794±±0.021
SP-GAT 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.805±±0.014
SP-GAT 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.798±±0.013
SP-GAT 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.798±±0.013
SP-GAT 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.801±±0.011
SP-GAT 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.801±±0.012
SP-GAT 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.797±±0.021

Table B.9: Ablation study on NCI1 results on GraphSAGE

GNN Feature size Configuration Accuracy

SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-2,2,5,none) 0.812±±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 5 (-1,1,5,none) 0.821±±0.011
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-2,2,5,max) 0.816±±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-2,2,10,none) 0.810±±0.021
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-1,1,10,none) 0.810±±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-3,3,10,none) 0.811±±0.009
SP-GraphSAGE 10 (-1,1,5,max) 0.810±±0.013
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,5,‘MMM‘) 0.807±±0.010
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,10,max) 0.809±±0.011
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-1,1,10,max) 0.817±±0.018
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-3,3,10,max) 0.811±±0.013
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-2,2,20,none) 0.815±±0.018
SP-GraphSAGE 20 (-3,3,20,none) 0.816±±0.013
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-2,2,10,‘MMM‘) 0.812±±0.016
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-2,2,20,max) 0.810±±0.013
SP-GraphSAGE 40 (-3,3,20,max) 0.806±±0.014
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