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TeKo: Text-Rich Graph Neural Networks
with External Knowledge

Zhizhi Yu, Di Jin, Jianguo Wei, Ziyang Liu, Yue Shang, Yun Xiao,
Jiawei Han, and Lingfei Wu

Abstract—Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have gained great
popularity in tackling various analytical tasks on graph-
structured data (i.e., networks). Typical GNNs and their variants
follow a message-passing manner that obtains network repre-
sentations by the feature propagation process along network
topology, which however ignore the rich textual semantics (e.g.,
local word-sequence) that exist in many real-world networks.
Existing methods for text-rich networks integrate textual se-
mantics by mainly utilizing internal information such as top-
ics or phrases/words, which often suffer from an inability to
comprehensively mine the text semantics, limiting the reciprocal
guidance between network structure and text semantics. To
address these problems, we propose a novel text-rich graph
neural network with external knowledge (TeKo), in order to
take full advantage of both structural and textual information
within text-rich networks. Specifically, we first present a flexible
heterogeneous semantic network that incorporates high-quality
entities and interactions among documents and entities. We then
introduce two types of external knowledge, that is, structured
triplets and unstructured entity descriptions, to gain a deeper
insight into textual semantics. We further design a reciprocal con-
volutional mechanism for the constructed heterogeneous semantic
network, enabling network structure and textual semantics to
collaboratively enhance each other and learn high-level network
representations. Extensive experimental results on four public
text-rich networks as well as a large-scale e-commerce searching
dataset illustrate the superior performance of TeKo over state-
of-the-art baselines.

Index Terms—Graph Neural Networks, Text-Rich Networks,
External Knowledge, Network Representation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Networks are ubiquitous structures for abstracting and mod-
eling relational data, such as social networks, bibliographic
networks and biomedical networks. With their prevalence,
it is particularly important to learn effective representations
of networks and apply them to downstream tasks. Recently,
graph neural networks (GNNs) [1], [2], [3], which exhibits
significant power on naturally capturing both network struc-
tures and feature information, have gained great success and
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(a) Classical GNNs following feature propagation along topology

(b) The proposed text-rich GNNs with reciprocally propagation of topol-
ogy and textual semantics guided by external knowledge

Fig. 1: Comparison between classical GNNs and the proposed text-
rich GNNs for text-rich network representations.

been adapted in a wide range of application tasks, including
community detection [4] and recommender system [5].

The classical GNNs and their variants [6], [7] follow a
message-passing manner, where the most essential part is the
feature propagation along network topology. However, net-
works in the real-world usually contain nodes associated with
rich textual information, which are called text-rich networks.
Typical examples include academic networks (e.g., DBLP)
where document nodes are accompanied with their abstracts,
and e-commerce network (e.g., Amazon) in which product
nodes are attached with their descriptions. Under text-rich
situation, existing GNNs may suffer from poor performance,
since the propagation mechanism within node neighborhoods
typically only treat textual information as attribute words, as
shown in Fig. 1(a), inevitably leading to the loss of some
important semantic structure information (e.g., local word-
sequence or global topic) contained in the text.

A few very recent studies [8], [9] have been dedicated to
generalizing GNNs to text-rich networks. They incorporate
semantic structures within the textual information, including
local word-sequence and/or global topics, to original network
structure for modeling text-rich networks. While doing so can
leverage additional semantic information in text to a certain
extent, these methods fail to well comprehend the semantic
content of network data space, and reason over complex
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concepts and relational paths. This may introduce irrelevant
information that negatively influence the performance of text-
rich GNNs. Our intuition is that, leveraging the knowledge
provided from outside sources (e.g., Wikipedia and Concept-
Net [10]) can gain a deeper insight into the textual semantics
(e.g., “qos” means “quality of service”) and thus further
facilitate the prediction of downstream tasks.

So an interesting yet important question is how to effectively
leverage the external knowledge in order to design text-
rich graph neural networks. There are two key challenges to
consider. First, how to identify appropriate and useful related
knowledge in order to well comprehend the textual semantics
underlying text-rich networks? External knowledge usually
consists of multiple types of data. For example, Wikipedia
contains two types of data, i.e., structured triplets and un-
structured entity descriptions. Different data types represent
different semantics, each of which reflects one aspect of
textual information [11], [12]. Therefore, it is important to
comprehend the textual semantics via the reciprocal fusion
of different data types of external knowledge. Second, how
to fully understand and leverage the acquired knowledge to
facilitate the effective guidance of knowledge space to text-
rich network data space? As the structure and information
contained in knowledge space and text-rich network data space
are different, naively gluing information from these two spaces
together may result in an over-complicated model [13]. As a
result, it is of great importance to design a more advanced
model that can flexibly consider not only the information
aggregation of each space, but also the information interaction
among different spaces. More importantly, the model itself
should also correctly and adaptively learn the contribution of
balance of network structure and textual information within
text-rich networks aiming at given learning objectives.

In this paper, we focus on the above problems of semi-
supervised learning on text-rich networks and propose a new
Text-rich graph neural network with external Knowledge,
namely TeKo. To this end, we first augment the text-rich
network with a newly constructed heterogeneous document-
entity network, as shown in Fig. 1(b), in order to incorporate
entities and capture rich semantic structures among documents
and entities. We then introduce a knowledge-based entity
representation module to adaptively extract useful external
knowledge from structured triplets and unstructured entity
descriptions. In this way, the external knowledge is capa-
ble of helping comprehend the semantic content of network
data space. Finally, we design a discriminative propagation
mechanism, based on reciprocal graph attention, in order to
realize the interaction between network structure and textual
semantics. During the intermediate training steps, these two
parts are guided by each other and optimized collaboratively.
Meanwhile, by making full use of textual semantics, TeKo can
also alleviate the topological limitations of GNNs [14] such
as heterophily.

We summarize our main contributions as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to gain a

deep insight into the textual semantics underlying text-
rich networks through knowledge enhancement, empow-
ering the effective fusion of both structural and textual

information.
• We present a novel text-rich graph neural network, TeKo,

which innovatively employs the guidance of external
knowledge space over network data space to learn text-
rich network representations.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate the superiority of the
new approach TeKo over the state-of-the-art methods with
significant improvements.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
gives the preliminaries. Section III proposes the new text-rich
GNNs with external knowledge. We conduct experiments in
Section IV and discuss related work in Section V. Finally, we
conclude in Section VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES

We first introduce the terms and notations, and then give
the problem definitions. We finally discuss GNNs which serve
as the base of our proposed TeKo.

A. Terms and Notations

Given an undirected and unweighted text-rich network
G = (R, V,E), where R is a set of document raw text,
V = {v1, . . . , vn} is a set of n nodes, and E = {eij} ⊆ V ×V
is a set of edges. The topological structure of G is represented
by an adjacency matrix A = [aij ] ∈ Rn×n, where aij = 1
if nodes vi and vj are connected, or aij = 0 otherwise. The
attribute matrix of G is denoted as X ∈ Rn×f , where attributes
are extracted from document raw text R and f represents the
number of attributes. The notations we used throughout the
paper are summarized in Table I.

B. Problem Definitions

We focus on two kinds of downstream tasks, namely, semi-
supervised node classification and node clustering, to assess
the learned text-rich network representations.

Semi-Supervised Node Classification. Following the com-
mon semi-supervised learning setting, each node belongs to
one out of C classes and only a small part of nodes VL � n
are associated with corresponding labels YL. The objective of

TABLE I: Summary of notations.

Notations Descriptions

G A network.
R The set of document raw text.
V,E The sets of nodes and edges of a network.
eij The edge between nodes vi and vj .
aij The connection between nodes vi and vj .
A,X The adjacency matrix and node attribute matrix.
D The node degree matrix.
xi The attribute vector of a given node vi.
(h, r, t) A triplet in knowledge graph.
hi The latent representation of a given node vi.
es The triple representation of an entity node wi.
ed The textual representation of an entity node wi.
σ The non-linear activation function.
Ni The set of neighbors of node vi.
α Weight of type-level attention.
β Weight of node-level attention.
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Fig. 2: An illustrative example of a text-rich network incorporating entities, where entities is annotated by TagMe [15].

semi-supervised node classification is to predict the labels of
V \VL by learning a function F .

Node Clustering. Following the unsupervised learning set-
ting, that is, without any node labels. The goal of node
clustering is to design a mapping F to assign every node vi
into one out of C classes.

C. Graph Neural Networks

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) [16] are a class of neural
networks designed to graph-related tasks in an end-to-end
manner. They typically learn node representations through
an iterative aggregation of local network neighborhoods. For-
mally, let h(k)

i be the feature representation of node vi at the
k-th layer, the message passing mechanism can be written as:

m
(k)
i = MSG(k)(h

(k−1)
i ),

h
(k)
i = AGG(k)(h

(k−1)
i , {m(k)

j : vj ∈ N (vi)})
(1)

where h
(0)
i denotes the node’s attribute vector, m(k)

i represents
the message embedding, and N (vi) is the local neighborhood
of vi. GNNs work well on several network analytical tasks
[17]. But many networks in the real-world are text-rich. Since
existing GNNs typically treat text as attribute words alone,
they will inevitably overlook important textual semantics.
Therefore, it is of great significance to design a new text-rich
GNN that takes full advantage of both network structure and
textual semantics.

III. METHODOLOGY

We first give a brief overview of the proposed method, and
then introduce three key components in detail.

A. Overview

To let the textual semantics essentially provide supple-
mentary information for text-rich network representations, we

propose a novel text-rich graph neural network that can effec-
tively integrate network structure and text semantics via the
effective guidance of external knowledge space over network
data space, namely TeKo. The whole structure of the proposed
approach is illustrated in Fig. 3, which consists of three
main components: semantic network generation, knowledge-
based entity representation, and heterogeneous graph attention.
Specifically, for the semantic network generation, we construct
a flexible heterogeneous document-entity framework for mod-
eling the text-rich network, which entails both local and global
semantic relationships among documents and entities. For the
knowledge-based entity representation, we extract useful and
related knowledge from structured triples and unstructured
entity descriptions, and accordingly learn jointly entity rep-
resentations by automatically finding a balance between these
two types of information. This provides sufficient information
for understanding text semantics and further enhance its inte-
gration with network structures. For the heterogeneous graph
attention, we introduce a discriminative propagation mecha-
nism which adaptively aggregates the information from both
text-rich network data space and knowledge space, enabling
the model to realize a well balanced combination of network
structure and textual semantics.

B. Semantic Network Generation

As an important auxiliary information of text-rich networks,
textual semantics (e.g., local word-sequence) play an indis-
pensable role in learning network representations. To take full
advantage of the underlying semantic structures within node
textual information, we construct a heterogeneous semantic
network that enables the integration of entities and captures
the rich relationships among documents and entities. The
semantic network generation consists of two parts: entity
network generation as well as whole network integration, as
shown in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 3: The architecture of TeKo which consists of three components, including semantic network generation, knowledge-based entity
representation and heterogeneous graph attention.

Entity Network Generation. As motivated, on a text-rich
network, it is imperative to capture the underlying textual
semantics. However, it will inevitably introduce a lot of useless
information if we treat all words contained in the corpus as
entities. To this end, we consider recognizing high-quality
entities from corpus and map them to Wikipedia with the
entity linking tool TagMe [15], that is, select entities above
a predefined threshold δtag . After that, the edges among
entities can be built according to the similarity of their initial
knowledge-based representation (see Subsection 3.3 below).
Actually, there are many ways to construct entity edges, and
we uniformly choose the cosine similarity to generate edges
between entities.

Cosine Similarity. It uses the cosine value of the angle
between two vectors to measure the entity similarity. Math-
ematically, given a text-rich network GD = (R, VD, ED),
where each document node vi is associated with a textual
description denoted as di. Let VW be the set of annotated
entities, ei be the knowledge-based representation of entity
node wi, then the similarity sij between entity nodes wi and
wj can be calculated as:

sij =
ei · ej
|ei||ej |

. (2)

Then, the adjacency matrix EW can be obtained by choos-
ing node pairs where the similarity is above a predefined
threshold δsim. Note that the constructed entity sub-network is
static, where the entity nodes and edges do not change during
the training process.

Whole Network Integration. We finally augment the orig-
inal text-rich network into a heterogeneous semantic network,
so as to explicitly capture both network topology and textual
semantics. It includes two kinds of nodes (i.e., document
nodes and entity nodes), and three kinds of edges (i.e., edges
between document nodes from the original text-rich network

representing paper relationships such as citations, edges be-
tween document nodes and entity nodes constructed based on
the inclusion relationships between documents and entities, as
well as edges between entity nodes capturing word-sequence
semantics). Formally, the heterogeneous semantic network is
represented as:

G = (VD ∪ VW , ED ∪ EDW ∪ EW ), (3)

where EDW is the set of edges between document nodes
and entity nodes. In this way, by incorporating entities and
relations, we can enrich the semantics of text-rich networks at
a structure level.

C. Knowledge-based Entity Representation
To further comprehensively mine the textual semantics

underlying text-rich networks and facilitate its interaction with
text-rich network structure, we learn the entity representation
using external knowledge. Considering that the information
density of external knowledge is usually sparse and incom-
plete, we generate entity representation by encoding structured
triplets and unstructured entity descriptions, respectively, and
adaptively combine them with a learnable gating mechanism.

Triplet Representation. Knowledge graph embedding is an
effective way to parameterize entities and relations as vec-
tor representations from structured triplets. Here we employ
TransE [18], a simple and effective approach, to learn entity
representations es ∈ Ru. Given a triplet (h, r, t), let r be the
representations of relation r, h and t be the representations of
entities h and t, respectively. TransE aims to embed each entity
and relation by optimizing the translation principle h+ r ≈ t,
if (h, r, t) holds. The score function is formulated as:

f(h, r, t) = −||h + r− t||22, (4)

where h and t are subject to the normalization constraint
that the magnitude of each vector is 1. Intuitively, a large
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score of f(h, r, t) indicates that the triplet is more likely
to be a true fact in real-world, and vice versa. Notice that,
we only consider triplets in which entity nodes within the
heterogeneous semantic network are head (subject) instead of
tail (object).

Textual Representation. For each entity, we employ the
paragraph of its corresponding Wikipedia page as the de-
scription. As the description may represent an entity from
various aspects, we adopt latent dirichlet allocation (LDA)
[19], a statistical model capable of modeling hidden topics
behind texts, to learn the textual representation of each entity
(denoted as ed ∈ Ru). Specifically, LDA assumes that each
description comes from a mixture of topics, where the topics
are shared across the descriptions and the mixing proportion
of each description is unique. The generation process for each
description can be iteratively divided into two steps: the first
is to choose a topic with a certain probability, and the second
is to select a word under this topic with a certain probability.

Representation Fusion. Since both the structured triplets
and unstructured entity descriptions provide valuable informa-
tion for an entity, we jointly integrate these two kinds of infor-
mation for knowledge-based entity representation. To achieve
the optimal combination of triple representation es and textual
representation ed, we introduce a learnable gating mechanism
[20] to determine how much the joint representation depends
upon triples or description. Mathematically, given an entity
node wi, the joint representation ei can be formulated as:

ei = ge � es + (1− ge)� ed, (5)

where ge ∈ Ru is a gating vector with elements in [0, 1]
to balance the information from triples and description, and
� represents element-wise multiplication. Obviously, the joint
representation with gate closer to 0 tends to use textual repre-
sentation; whereas the joint representation with gate closer to
1 utilizes triple representation. More importantly, to constrain
the value of each element in [0, 1], we apply sigmoid function
to calculate the gate ge:

ge = sigmoid(g̃e), (6)

where g̃e is a real-value vector which is learned during the
training process.

D. Heterogeneous Graph Attention
The core of our approach is to take full advantage of

both network structure and textual semantics for text-rich
network representations with the help of external knowledge.
For this purpose, we design a heterogeneous graph atten-
tion that performs information propagation on the augmented
heterogeneous semantic network. It considers not only the
information aggregation in the text-rich network data space,
but also the information guidance of the knowledge space to
the network data space.

Due to the heterogeneity of nodes in the augmented seman-
tic network, different types of nodes have different feature
spaces. Therefore, for a node vi with type φi, we project its
features into common space using a type-specific transforma-
tion matrix Wφi

as:

h′i = Wφi
· hi, (7)

where h′i is the projected feature of node vi.
After that, to facilitate information propagation among

neighboring nodes, we learn node representations from the
perspective of network schema, which makes a heterogeneous
network semi-structured, guiding the exploration of semantics
of this network. Typically, given a target node vi, different
types of neighboring nodes may have different impacts on it.
Therefore, we employ type-level attention [21] to learn the
importance of different types of neighboring nodes. To be
specific, let hφ be the embedding of type φ, which is defined
as the sum of the neighboring node embedding h′j with node
vj ∈ Ni under type φ, that is:

hφ =
∑

vj
âijh

′
j , (8)

where Â = [âij ] = D̃−
1
2 ÃD̃−

1
2 (Ã = A + I stands for the

adjacency matrix with self-loops, and D̃ is degree matrix with
d̃ii =

∑
vj
ãij).

Then, based on the target node embedding h′i and the
type embedding hφ, the type-level attention weights can be
calculated as:

αφ = softmaxφ(σ(ηTφ [h′i,hφ])), (9)

where ηφ is the attention vector for the type φ, σ represents
activation function such as LeakyReLU, and the softmax
function is adopted to normalize across all the types.

On the other hand, considering that different neighboring
nodes of the same type could also have different importance,
we further apply node-level attention [22] to learn the weights
between nodes of the same type. Formally, given a target node
vi with type φ, let vj be its neighboring node with type φ′,
the node-level attention weights can then be computed as:

βij = softmaxvj (σ(γT · αφ′ [h′i,h′j ])), (10)

where γ is the attention vector, and softmax is applied to
normalize across all the neighboring nodes of the target node
vi.

By integrating the above process, the matrix form of the
layer-wise propagation rule in heterogeneous graph attention
can be defined as follows:

H(k) = σ(
∑

φ∈Φ
Bφ ·H(k−1)

φ ·W(k−1)
φ ), (11)

where Φ is the set of node types in the augmented semantic
network. In this way, we can well realize reciprocal enhance-
ment of information from both network structure and textual
semantics with the guidance of external knowledge.

E. Model Training

After obtaining the final document representation, we can
apply it to specific tasks and design different loss functions.
For semi-supervised node classification, we define the loss
function by using cross entropy as:

L = −
∑
vi∈VL

C∑
c=1

yi[c] loghi[c], (12)
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where VL denotes the set of node indices that have labels, C
is the number of classes, and yi is the one-hot label vector of
node vi.

For unsupervised learning, without any node labels, we
define the loss function through negative sampling as:

L = −
∑

(vi,vj)∈Ω

log σ(h>i ·hj)−
∑

(vm,vn)∈Ω−

log σ(−h>m ·hn),

(13)
where σ represents activation function, Ω is the set of positive
node pairs, Ω− is the set of negative node pairs (the comple-
ment of Ω).

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We first introduce the experimental setup. We then compare
the new approach TeKo with state-of-the-arts on three network
analysis tasks, thereafter present an in-depth analysis of differ-
ent components of TeKo and give the parameter analysis. We
finally introduce the application on e-commerce search scenes.

A. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We conduct experiments on the following four
public text-rich datasets, where the basic information are
summarized in Table II.
• Cora-Enrich1 is a text-rich citation dataset composed of

machine learning papers, where each node represents a
document with textual description composed of its title
and abstract. The documents are manually labeled with
seven categories, e.g., Reinforcement Learning, based on
their academic topics.

• DBLP-Five [23] is extracted from the computer science
bibliography website, where the textual information of
each document contains its title and description. Accord-
ing to the published domains, the documents are labeled
with five research areas, including High-Performance
Computing, Software engineering, Computer networks,
Theoretical computer science, and Computer graphics:
Multimedia.

• Hep-Small2 and Hep-Large2 are two citation
datasets about scientific documents in physics,
where Hep-Small contains 397 documents in three
categories: Phys.Rev.Lett, Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl, and
Commun.Math.Phys; while Hep-Large contains 11,752
documents in four categories: Phys.Rev, Phys.Lett,
Nucl.Phys, and JHEP.

TABLE II: The statistics of the datasets.

Datasets #Nodes #Edges #Categories

Hep-Small 397 812 3
Cora-Enrich 2,708 5,429 7
DBLP-Five 6,936 12,353 5
Hep-Large 11,752 134,956 4

Baselines. We evaluate the performance of our proposed TeKo
by comparing it with ten state-of-art baselines.

1http://zhang18f.myweb.cs.uwindsor.ca/datasets/
2https://www.cs.cornell.edu/projects/kddcup/datasets.html

• GCN [16] is a classical GNN which derives node repre-
sentations by defining convolutional operators on graph-
structured data.

• GAT [22] is an attention-based GNN which performs
convolutional operations in the graph spatial domain and
assigns different weights to neighbors.

• SGC [24] is a simplified GNN that reduces the complex-
ity of model by removing nonlinearities and collapsing
weight matrices between consecutive layers.

• DGI [25] is an unsupervised GNN which maximizes
local mutual information via utilizing the graph’s patch
representations.

• GMI [26] is an unsupervised GNN that measures the
correlation between input graphs and high-level repre-
sentations through graphical mutual information.

• GraphSage [27] is an inductive GNN leveraging sampler
and aggregator to generate node representations.

• AM-GCN [28] is an adaptive multi-channel GNN which
extracts node representations via learning suitable weights
to fuse the information from topology space and feature
space.

• Geom-GCN [29] is a semi-supervised GNN designing a
geometric aggregation mechanism to aggregate neighbor
information of each node.

• BiTe-GCN [8] is a text-rich GNN that obtains node
representations by integrating word sequence structure.

• AS-GCN [9] is a text-rich GNN employing both local
word-sequence and global topic semantic structures for
node representations.

Implementation Details. For all baselines, we use the same
parameter settings suggested by their papers. For BiTe-GCN
and AS-GCN, we employ pre-trained 300-dimensional GloVe
embeddings [30] to initialize entity representations. For our
model, we use Wikipedia anchors to align mentions extracted
from the textual description of each document node to Wiki-
data5M [31], which is a newly proposed large-scale knowledge
graph containing 4M entities and 21M fact triplets. We set
the layer number of heterogeneous graph attention as 2, the
Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate of 0.005 and a
weight decay of 5e-4. In addition, the threshold of TagMe
and similarity score (cosine similarity) are searched in {0.1,
0.2, 0.3, 0.4} and {0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9}, respectively. We
set the activation function as LeakyReLU with slope 0.2, and
apply a dropout rate of 0.5 to prevent overfitting. For a fair
comparison of all methods, we generate 10 random splits for
training, validation and test.

B. Node Classification

On the node classification task, the goal is to predict the
labels of the remaining nodes on the premise of giving a
fraction of node labels. Since the variance of graph-structured
data can be quite large, we report the average Accuracy and
Macro-F1 along with the standard deviation of 10 independent
trials with different random seeds.

As presented in Table III, we can find that TeKo performs
consistently much better than all baselines across the four
datasets. Specifically, in terms of Accuracy, TeKo achieves



7

TABLE III: Node classification results with mean value and standard deviation in terms of Accuracy (%) and Macro-F1 (%). Bold and
underline are used to show the best and the runner-up results.

Methods Hep-Small Cora-Enrich DBLP-Five Hep-Large

Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1

GCN 61.54 ± 3.44 60.37 ± 4.17 88.71 ± 0.76 87.83 ± 0.90 93.52 ± 0.47 93.19 ± 0.53 50.24 ± 0.44 50.23 ± 0.45
GAT 64.87 ± 3.64 64.12 ± 4.37 88.96 ± 1.00 88.48 ± 1.11 93.70 ± 0.34 93.30 ± 0.31 50.17 ± 0.57 49.43 ± 1.00
SGC 63.59 ± 3.94 63.01 ± 4.41 88.00 ± 1.22 87.13 ± 0.97 93.78 ± 0.46 93.29 ± 0.55 47.69 ± 1.15 46.15 ± 1.31
DGI 59.72 ± 3.04 59.30 ± 3.16 79.57 ± 1.68 74.66 ± 1.62 83.48 ± 1.54 81.28 ± 1.64 43.22 ± 0.80 39.28 ± 0.79
GMI 60.00 ± 2.98 59.23 ± 2.96 85.03 ± 0.46 84.81 ± 0.45 92.29 ± 0.17 91.41 ± 0.20 49.55 ± 0.24 49.44 ± 0.25

GraphSage 63.33 ± 2.31 62.07 ± 2.52 89.48 ± 0.81 88.38 ± 1.22 93.71 ± 0.70 93.35 ± 0.82 46.26 ± 0.85 45.54 ± 0.90
AM-GCN 68.21 ± 4.00 67.65 ± 4.36 89.04 ± 1.06 88.16 ± 1.43 93.52 ± 0.59 93.05 ± 0.65 47.17 ± 1.24 45.40 ± 1.51

Geom-GCN 64.36 ± 2.42 64.33 ± 2.88 88.19 ± 1.65 87.09 ± 1.89 94.57 ± 0.62 94.19 ± 0.73 51.78 ± 0.80 51.42 ± 0.95
BiTe-GCN 67.44 ± 3.04 66.84 ± 3.06 89.59 ± 0.99 88.69 ± 0.74 93.81 ± 0.59 93.12 ± 0.58 50.43 ± 1.32 50.12 ± 1.82
AS-GCN 67.95 ± 4.48 68.06 ± 3.97 91.18 ± 1.52 90.29 ± 1.81 94.17 ± 0.88 93.66 ± 0.97 50.92 ± 1.02 50.81 ± 0.88

TeKo 71.54 ± 3.88 70.76 ± 4.37 92.11 ± 0.86 91.38 ± 0.95 95.12 ± 0.52 94.74 ± 0.68 53.02 ± 1.03 53.01 ± 1.01

up to 3.33%, 0.93%, 0.55% and 1.24% better accurate than
the best baseline method on Hep-Small, Cora-Enrich, DBLP-
Five and Hep-Large, respectively. In terms of Macro-F1, TeKo
is 2.70%, 1.09%, 0.55% and 1.59% more accurate than the
best baseline method on these four datasets. These results not
only demonstrate the superiority of comprehensively mining
textual semantics underlying text-rich networks via external
knowledge, but also validate the effectiveness of our new
propagation mechanism that facilitates the information inter-
action between network structure and textual information. The
performance of TeKo is much better than that of vanilla GCN
(i.e., 10.00%, 3.40%, 1.60% and 2.78% relative improvements
in Accuracy, and 10.39%, 3.55%, 1.55%, and 2.78% relative
improvements in Macro-F1), which implies that TeKo is ca-
pable of making a well balanced combination of both network
structure and textual semantics within a text-rich network.
Also of note, comparing with BiTe-GCN and AS-GCN which
are also designed for text-rich networks, TeKo also achieves
the best performance, which further verifies the significance
of fully comprehending textual semantics for text-rich network
representations with the guidance of external knowledge.

C. Node Clustering

We also conduct comparisons of these methods on node
clustering. In this task, for each method, the learned document
embeddings are used as the input to K-Means algorithm, where
K is set to the number of clusters. Since the performance of
clustering is easily affected by the initial center, we report the
average normalized mutual information (NMI) and adjusted
rand index (ARI) along with the standard deviation of 10 splits.

As shown in Table IV and Table V, the proposed method
TeKo performs the best across all the four datasets. To be
specific, TeKo outperforms BiTe-GCN and AS-GCN, which
also focus on extracting textual semantics within text-rich
networks, by 5.49% and 3.07% in terms of NMI, and 0.0506
and 0.0302 in terms of ARI (in the range of -1 to 1) on
average on all the four networks. TeKo also performs better
than the vanilla GCN by 6.52% in terms of NMI and 0.064
in terms of ARI on overage. These results further validate
the soundness of designing a text-rich graph neural network
with external knowledge to take advantage of both structure
and textual information within text-rich networks. Neither
AM-GCN nor Geom-GCN is so competitive here. This may

be mainly because they fail to fully utilize the semantics
contained in the text, which significantly compromises their
performance in the unsupervised clustering setting.

TABLE IV: Node clustering results with mean and standard deviation
in terms of NMI (%). Bold and underline are used to show the best
and the runner-up results.

Methods Hep-Small Cora-Enrich DBLP-Five Hep-Large

GCN 24.37 ± 5.87 75.71 ± 1.30 81.07 ± 1.37 12.18 ± 0.61
GAT 27.02 ± 7.82 76.42 ± 1.68 81.46 ± 0.99 12.74 ± 0.44
SGC 25.33 ± 7.49 74.77 ± 2.25 82.10 ± 1.37 9.54 ± 0.85
DGI 20.55 ± 5.47 62.99 ± 2.46 79.57 ± 1.68 7.52 ± 0.69
GMI 28.85 ± 8.34 63.84 ± 2.89 78.40 ± 0.37 11.90 ± 0.42

GraphSage 26.33 ± 6.29 77.46 ± 1.34 81.27 ± 1.76 7.98 ± 0.67
AM-GCN 28.84 ± 5.57 76.22 ± 2.23 80.90 ± 1.46 11.68 ± 0.79

Geom-GCN 26.78 ± 5.43 74.70 ± 3.61 83.66 ± 1.63 13.62 ± 0.71
BiTe-GCN 27.25 ± 4.75 77.70 ± 1.86 81.92 ± 1.26 13.79 ± 0.63
AS-GCN 30.34 ± 7.39 79.89 ± 2.75 82.81 ± 2.20 14.09 ± 0.76

TeKo 36.38 ± 7.92 82.04 ± 1.88 85.73 ± 1.46 15.24 ± 1.00

TABLE V: Node clustering results with mean and standard deviation
in terms of ARI in the range of [-1, 1].

Methods Hep-Small Cora-Enrich DBLP-Five Hep-Large

GCN 0.1992 ± 0.0511 0.7631 ± 0.0180 0.8477 ± 0.0105 0.1199 ± 0.0051
GAT 0.2205 ± 0.0714 0.7579 ± 0.0248 0.8543 ± 0.0098 0.1243 ± 0.0050
SGC 0.2025 ± 0.0539 0.7413 ± 0.0330 0.8561 ± 0.0117 0.0983 ± 0.0082
DGI 0.1409 ± 0.0410 0.6001 ± 0.0388 0.6570 ± 0.0306 0.0740 ± 0.0068
GMI 0.2414 ± 0.0735 0.6048 ± 0.0376 0.8225 ± 0.0333 0.0788 ± 0.0021

GraphSage 0.2098 ± 0.0491 0.7805 ± 0.0221 0.8530 ± 0.0138 0.0801 ± 0.0073
AM-GCN 0.2615 ± 0.0755 0.7659 ± 0.0254 0.8506 ± 0.0133 0.1127 ± 0.0117

Geom-GCN 0.2016 ± 0.0407 0.7535 ± 0.0342 0.8743 ± 0.0133 0.1344 ± 0.0084
BiTe-GCN 0.2312 ± 0.0493 0.7744 ± 0.0279 0.8532 ± 0.0143 0.1346 ± 0.0098
AS-GCN 0.2564 ± 0.0794 0.8073 ± 0.0248 0.8656 ± 0.0190 0.1360 ± 0.0107

TeKo 0.3215 ± 0.0678 0.8315 ± 0.0251 0.8837 ± 0.0148 0.1491 ± 0.0132

D. Visualization

To provide a more intuitive comparison, we conduct embed-
ding visualization of GCN, GAT, Geom-GCN, AS-GCN and
our proposed TeKo on DBLP dataset as an example. We use
t-SNE [32] to downscale the learned node representations to a
two-dimensional space, where different colors mean different
labels. Therefore, a desirable visualization result refers to that
nodes belonging to the same category (in the same color)
should be close to each other.

From Fig. 4, we can find that the visualization results of
GCN and GAT are not so satisfactory, as nodes with the same
color are dispersed and nodes with different colors are mixed
with each other. The results of Geom-GCN and AS-GCN are
relatively better but the borders between different classes are
not so clear. Apparently, the visualization of TeKo performs
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(a) GCN (b) GAT (c) Geom-GCN (d) AS-GCN (e) TeKo

Fig. 4: The visualization of the node representations learned by (a) GCN, (b) GAT, (c) Geom-GCN, (d) AS-GCN and (e) TeKo on the DBLP
dataset. Different colors correspond to different categorical labels in ground truth.

TABLE VI: Comparisons of our TeKo with its three variants on node classification in terms of Accuracy (%) and Macro-F1 (%).

Methods Hep-Small Cora-Enrich DBLP-Five Hep-Large

Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1

TeKo 71.54 ± 3.88 70.76 ± 4.37 92.11 ± 0.86 91.38 ± 0.95 95.12 ± 0.52 94.74 ± 0.68 53.02 ± 1.03 53.01 ± 1.01
- w/o Triplet 69.49 ± 3.33 69.06 ± 3.30 91.18 ± 1.89 90.86 ± 1.97 94.90 ± 0.64 94.54 ± 0.71 50.66 ± 1.19 49.83 ± 1.42
- w/o Textual 73.33 ± 3.48 72.94 ± 4.03 90.30 ± 1.58 89.48 ± 1.60 94.99 ± 0.46 94.66 ± 0.54 50.94 ± 0.95 50.07 ± 0.93
TeKo (concatenation) 66.92 ± 2.68 66.63 ± 2.90 90.89 ± 1.36 90.18 ± 1.82 94.24 ± 0.47 93.78 ± 0.42 50.98 ± 1.01 50.37 ± 1.40

better, where the learned representations have a higher intra-
class similarity and form more discernible clusters.

E. Ablation Study

Similar to most deep learning models, our proposed method
TeKo also contains some important components that may
have a significant impact on the performance. To test the
effectiveness of each component, we conduct experiments on
comparing it with three variations. The variants are as follows:
1) TeKo of removing triplet representation of entity, named as
w/o triplet, 2) TeKo of removing the textual representation
of entity, named as w/o textual, and 3) TeKo of employing
concatenation operator instead of gating mechanism to gener-
ate the knowledge-based entity representation, named as TeKo
(concatenation).

We take their comparison on node classification in terms
of Accuracy and Macro-F1 as an example. From the results
in Table VI, we can draw the following conclusions: (1) The
results of TeKo are better than that of its three variants in most
cases (except on Hep-Small), indicating the effectiveness of
using both structured triplets and unstructured entity descrip-
tions for entity representation together. (2) TeKo w/o textual
is in general better than TeKo w/o triplet on three out of the
four datasets, which implies the textual representation of entity
plays a more vital role for fully comprehend textual semantics
and promote its interaction with network structure. (3) Com-
pared to Teko w/o gating that uses concatenation operator to
fuse the triple representation and textual representation of an
entity, the improvement brought by Teko is more significant,
which illustrates the rationality of adaptively fusing these two
representations aiming to the given learning objectives.

F. Parameter Analysis

We investigate the sensitivity of two main parameters: the
threshold δtag of TagMe and the threshold δsim of entity
edge similarity. We take the node classification on all the four

text-rich datasets as an example and report the Accuracy and
Macro-F1 values.

Analysis of δtag . The threshold δtag determines the number
of entities within the generated semantic network. We vary
its value from 0.1 to 0.4 and the corresponding results are
shown in Fig. 5. With the increase of this threshold δtag , the
performance shows a trend of first rising and then descending.
It is reasonable since a too small threshold of TagMe would in-
troduce some noise entities, whereas a too large threshold may
filter some informative entities and thus weaken the reciprocal
guidance between text semantics and network structure.

Analysis of δsim. The threshold δsim determines the num-
ber of edges between entities, which represents the local word-
sequence semantic structure underlying the corpus. We vary
its value from 0.5 to 0.9 and the corresponding results are
shown in Fig. 6. With the increase of this threshold of entity
edge similarity, the values of metrics, including Accuracy and
Macro-F1, also increase first and then start to descend. This
is probably because a small number of edges between entities
would result in information loss and ineffective information
propagation, whereas too many edges between entities would
introduce more noise.

G. Application on E-commerce Search

To further verify the effectiveness of our proposed new
approach, we collect an e-commerce searching dataset and
apply TeKo on it to solve the problem of relevance matching,
that is, predicting whether the current example pair (query and
item) is relevant or not. The collected dataset contains million-
scale queries or items, and their detailed statistics are shown
in Table VII.

TABLE VII: The statistics of the e-commerce dataset.

Datasets #Queries #Items #Edges

Training set 3,284,480 1,307,557 7,525,355
Validation set 3,108 30,097 30,661
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(a) Hep-Small (b) Cora-Enrich (c) DBLP-Five (d) Hep-Large

Fig. 5: Analysis results of the threshold δtag .

(a) Hep-Small (b) Cora-Enrich (c) DBLP-Five (d) Hep-Large

Fig. 6: Analysis results of the threshold δsim.

External Knowledge in E-commerce Search. We use
the category information to serve as the external knowledge
in e-commerce search. Specifically, the category information
includes three different levels of categories, i.e., Cid1, Cid2,
and Cid3. They present as a tree-shape structure as shown
in Fig. 7. Adding this information is helpful to analyze the
semantics of the current query or items. For example, for an
item whose title is “red mac 2020 (made in US)”, we cannot
ensure whether is an electronic product or a cosmetic product.
But if we further know that its Cid1 is “Clothes & Cosmetics”,
then we can easily infer that this is a lipstick.

Cid1

Cid2

Cid3

Electronics

Accessories Mobile
phone

Photography 

5G
phone

Game
phone

Camera
phone

……

……

Fig. 7: An illustrative example of tree-shape category information in
our e-commerce search.

Baselines. Since this relevance matching problem lies in
the field of natural language matching, we compare our new
approach TeKo with seven state-of-arts in this topic.

• MV-LSTM [33] is a deep model which assigns the
importance score of each local keyword using rich context
information to match two sentences.

• K-NRM [34] is a kernel-based semantic matching model
that uses embedding layer, translation, and kernel pooling
to capture the word-level interaction relationship between
both sentences.

• ARC-I [35] matches two sentences with their represen-
tations by using a multi-layer perceptron (MLP), which
is essentially the Siamese architecture.

• ARC-II [35] is an advanced version of ARC-I. Com-
pared to ARC-I, ARC-II more focuses on the interaction
relationship between two sentences.

• MatchPyramid [36] employs hierarchical convolution
to capture different-level matching patterns contained in
both sentences, such as unigram, n-gram and n-term.

• DUET [37] calculates the final relevance score by sum-
ming the scores from the representation-based embedding
and the interaction-based embedding.

• BERT2DNN [38] is a data-driven model which adopts
the techniques of transfer learning and knowledge distil-
lation for search relevance.

Metrics. We choose six evaluation metrics to measure
the model’s quality, including Area Under receiver operator
characteristic Curve (AUC), Accuracy, Precision, F1-score,
Recall, and False Negative Rate (FNR). The lower FNR
implies the better model, while the other metrics are opposite.
In particular, AUC is the most important of these metrics.

Experimental Results and Analysis. From the results in
Table VIII, we can find that our TeKo consistently outperforms
all the baseline methods. Especially, compared to the popular
e-commerce search algorithm BERT2DNN, which uses trans-
fer learning and knowledge distillation to improve result rele-
vance, the superiority of TeKo is even up to 4.23% and 3.73%
improvements in Accuracy and F1-score, respectively. These
results not only demonstrate the effectiveness of our TeKo
in capturing query-item pair correlation, but also shows the
rationality of our adopting a more advanced way (i.e., utilize
external knowledge to comprehend text semantics underlying
text-rich situations for high-level relevance matching).
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TABLE VIII: Comparisons on an e-commerce searching dataset,
where (*) denotes the dominant metric. The lower FNR implies the
better model, while the other metrics are opposite.

Methods AUC(*) Accuracy Precision F1-score Recall FNR

MV-LSTM 0.8760 0.8069 0.8392 0.7256 0.7541 0.2459
ARC-I 0.7945 0.7392 0.8005 0.6329 0.6830 0.3170

K-NRM 0.8424 0.7899 0.7341 0.6919 0.7333 0.2667
ARC-II 0.8466 0.7913 0.6931 0.7002 0.7439 0.2561

MatchPyramid 0.8758 0.8278 0.7741 0.7451 0.7683 0.2317
DUET 0.8682 0.8156 0.8159 0.7253 0.7337 0.2663

BERT2DNN 0.8906 0.7896 0.8565 0.8362 0.8169 0.1831

TeKo 0.9092 0.8319 0.8648 0.8735 0.8824 0.1176

V. RELATED WORK

In line with the focus of our work, we briefly review some
related studies, including classical graph neural networks, text-
rich graph neural networks, knowledge-enhanced graph neural
networks, and graph neural networks for text analysis.

Classical Graph Neural Networks. Graph neural networks
(GNNs) have attracted considerable research interests due to
the ability to model graph-structured data. For example, Bruna
et al. [39] first designs the graph convolutional operation in
Fourier domain through the graph Laplacian. Defferrard et
al. [40] futher promote the efficiency using the Chebyshev
polynomial expansion. After that comes GCN [16], a simpli-
fied graph convolutional operation that aggregates information
from nodes’ one-hop neighbors. GraphSAGE [27] employs the
mean/max/LSTM pooling to sample and aggregate the infor-
mation from neighbors. GAT [22] assigns different weights
to neighbors with a node-level attention mechanism. Though
these methods can be used for text-rich network representa-
tions, they suffer from an inability to fully consider and mine
the text semantics (e.g., local word-sequence or global topic)
underlying text-rich networks, which is particularly important
for information propagation along network topology.

Text-Rich Graph Neural Networks. Recently, many atten-
tions have been paid to text-rich network representations. For
instance, HyperMine [41] is designed for discovering hyper-
nymy from text-rich networks. NetTaxo [42] focuses on topic
taxonomy construction, and integrates text data and network
structures simultaneously. LTRN [43] designs a minimally-
supervised categorization framework based on personalized
PageRank-based neighborhood sampling and attentive aggre-
gation from a text-rich network prospective. BiTe-GCN [8]
uses bidirectional convolution of topology and features to
depict original network structure and local word-sequence
structure extracted from text, and on this basis, AS-GCN
[9] takes the global topic semantic structure into account.
However, the above methods can not well comprehend the se-
mantic content contained in text-rich network, and reason over
complex concepts and relational paths, limiting the reciprocal
guidance between network structure and text semantics.

Knowledge-Enhanced Graph Neural Networks. As
GNNs become the most eye-catching tools for node repre-
sentations, several efforts have been made to combine external
knowledge and GNNs to boost the performance of downstream
tasks. For instance, KGCN [44] captures users’ preferences on
the knowledge graph for recommender systems. KGAT [45]
presents a knowledge-aware recommendation by explicitly

modeling the high-order connectivity with semantic relations
in collaborative knowledge graph. More recently, RGHAT
[46] designs a two-level attention mechanism which uses the
inherent and valuable neighborhood information surrounding
an entity for knowledge graph completion. Caps-GNN [47]
proposes a novel knowledge-enhanced personalized review
generation model that adopts capsule graph neural networks
and knowledge graph to capture both aspect- and word-level
user preference. CompareNet [48] utilizes topics and entities
extracted from the text to enrich news representation, then
compares news to the external knowledge through entities to
detect fake news. However, how to utilize the guidance of ex-
ternal knowledge to facilitate text-rich network representations
is still an area that needs to be explored urgently.

Graph Neural Networks for Text Analysis. Another re-
search line relevant to our work is to apply GNNs for text anal-
ysis. For example, Text GCN [49] turns text classification into
a node classification problem by constructing a heterogeneous
word document graph for a whole corpus. HGAT [21] enriches
the semantics of the short texts via incorporating the topics,
entities and the relations. TensorGCN [50] constructs a text
graph tensor to describe contextual information within text,
and further integrate these information through generalizing
the GNN into a tensor version. TextING [51] treats each text
as an individual graph and learns word interactions at the text
level for inductive text classification. TextGTL [52] proposes
a non-heterogeneous graph construction method which jointly
considers different linguistic information, including semantics,
syntax and sequence context for text classification. In sum-
mary, the above GNNs mainly focus on establishing associ-
ations for independent texts via building a graph structure,
which essentially lies in the field of text analysis, rather than
text-rich network representations.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel text-rich graph neural net-
work, namely TeKo, which effectively integrates both network
structure and textual semantics with guidance from external
knowledge for text-rich network representations. In specific,
we first augment the original text-rich network structure into a
heterogeneous semantic network by incorporating informative
entities and interactions among documents and entities. We
then leverage two types of external knowledge, structured
triples and unstructured entity descriptions, to learn jointly
entity representations for deep understanding of text semantics.
We further design a reciprocal propagation mechanism for the
augmented heterogeneous semantic network, which realizes a
well balanced combination of network structure and textual
semantics, ultimately improving the quality of text-rich net-
work representations. Extensive experiments demonstrate the
superior performance of the proposed new approach over the
state-of-the-arts on four public text-rich networks as well as a
large-scale real-world e-commerce searching dataset.

REFERENCES

[1] L. Wu, P. Cui, J. Pei, and L. Zhao, Graph Neural Networks: Foundations,
Frontiers, and Applications. Springer Singapore, 2022.



11

[2] J. Ma, P. Cui, K. Kuang, X. Wang, and W. Zhu, “Disentangled graph
convolutional networks,” in Proceedings of ICML, vol. 97, pp. 4212–
4221, 2019.

[3] Y. Li, D. Tarlow, M. Brockschmidt, and R. S. Zemel, “Gated graph
sequence neural networks,” in Proceedings of ICLR, 2016.

[4] D. He, Y. Song, D. Jin, Z. Feng, B. Zhang, Z. Yu, and W. Zhang,
“Community-centric graph convolutional network for unsupervised com-
munity detection,” in Proceedings of IJCAI, pp. 3515–3521, 2020.

[5] Q. Tan, N. Liu, X. Zhao, H. Yang, J. Zhou, and X. Hu, “Learning to hash
with graph neural networks for recommender systems,” in Proceedings
of WWW, pp. 1988–1998, 2020.

[6] C. Zhang, D. Song, C. Huang, A. Swami, and N. V. Chawla, “Heteroge-
neous graph neural network,” in Proceedings of SIGKDD, pp. 793–803,
2019.

[7] S. Abu-El-Haija, B. Perozzi, A. Kapoor, N. Alipourfard, K. Lerman,
H. Harutyunyan, G. V. Steeg, and A. Galstyan, “Mixhop: Higher-order
graph convolutional architectures via sparsified neighborhood mixing,”
in Proceedings of ICML, vol. 97, pp. 21–29, 2019.

[8] D. Jin, X. Song, Z. Yu, Z. Liu, H. Zhang, Z. Cheng, and J. Han, “Bite-
gcn: A new GCN architecture via bidirectional convolution of topology
and features on text-rich networks,” in Proceedings of WSDM, pp. 157–
165, 2021.

[9] Z. Yu, D. Jin, Z. Liu, D. He, X. Wang, H. Tong, and J. Han, “AS-
GCN: adaptive semantic architecture of graph convolutional networks
for text-rich networks,” in Proceedings of ICDM, pp. 837–846, 2021.

[10] R. Speer, J. Chin, and C. Havasi, “Conceptnet 5.5: An open multilingual
graph of general knowledge,” in Proceedings of AAAI, pp. 4444–4451,
2017.

[11] Y. Lin, Z. Liu, M. Sun, Y. Liu, and X. Zhu, “Learning entity and relation
embeddings for knowledge graph completion,” in Proceedings of AAAI,
pp. 2181–2187, 2015.

[12] T. Sun, Y. Shao, X. Qiu, Q. Guo, Y. Hu, X. Huang, and Z. Zhang,
“Colake: Contextualized language and knowledge embedding,” in Pro-
ceedings of COLING, pp. 3660–3670, 2020.

[13] C. Huang, H. Xu, Y. Xu, P. Dai, L. Xia, M. Lu, L. Bo, H. Xing, X. Lai,
and Y. Ye, “Knowledge-aware coupled graph neural network for social
recommendation,” in Proceedings of AAAI, pp. 4115–4122, 2021.

[14] J. Zhu, Y. Yan, L. Zhao, M. Heimann, L. Akoglu, and D. Koutra,
“Beyond homophily in graph neural networks: Current limitations and
effective designs,” in Proceedings of NeurIPS, 2020.

[15] P. Ferragina and U. Scaiella, “TAGME: on-the-fly annotation of short
text fragments (by wikipedia entities),” in Proceedings of CIKM,
pp. 1625–1628, 2010.

[16] T. N. Kipf and M. Welling, “Semi-supervised classification with graph
convolutional networks,” in proceedings of ICLR, 2017.

[17] J. Zhu, R. A. Rossi, A. Rao, T. Mai, N. Lipka, N. K. Ahmed, and
D. Koutra, “Graph neural networks with heterophily,” in Proceedings of
AAAI, pp. 11168–11176, 2021.

[18] A. Bordes, N. Usunier, A. Garcı́a-Durán, J. Weston, and O. Yakhnenko,
“Translating embeddings for modeling multi-relational data,” in Pro-
ceedings of NeurIPS, pp. 2787–2795, 2013.

[19] D. M. Blei, A. Y. Ng, and M. I. Jordan, “Latent dirichlet allocation,”
Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 3, pp. 993–1022, 2003.

[20] J. Xu, X. Qiu, K. Chen, and X. Huang, “Knowledge graph representation
with jointly structural and textual encoding,” in Proceedings of IJCAI,
pp. 1318–1324, 2017.

[21] L. Hu, T. Yang, C. Shi, H. Ji, and X. Li, “Heterogeneous graph attention
networks for semi-supervised short text classification,” in Proceedings
of EMNLP, pp. 4820–4829, 2019.

[22] P. Velickovic, G. Cucurull, A. Casanova, A. Romero, P. Liò, and
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