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ABSTRACT

Many real-world relational systems, such as social networks and
biological systems, contain dynamic interactions. When learning
dynamic graph representation, it is essential to employ sequential
temporal information and geometric structure. Mainstream work
achieves topological embedding via message passing networks (e.g.,
GCN, GAT). The temporal evolution, on the other hand, is con-
ventionally expressed via memory units (e.g., LSTM or GRU) that
possess convenient information filtration in a gate mechanism.
Though, such a design prevents large-scale input sequence due
to the over-complicated encoding. This work learns from the phi-
losophy of self-attention and proposes an efficient spectral-based
neural unit that employs informative long-range temporal interac-
tion. The developed spectral window unit (SWINIT) model predicts
scalable dynamic graphs with assured efficiency. The architecture
is assembled with a few simple effective computational blocks that
constitute randomized SVD, MLP, and graph Framelet convolution.
The SVD plusMLPmodule encodes the long-short-term feature evo-
lution of the dynamic graph events. A fast framelet graph transform
in the framelet convolution embeds the structural dynamics. Both
strategies enhance the model ability on scalable analysis. In partic-
ular, the iterative SVD approximation shrinks the computational
complexity of attention to O(𝑁𝑑 log(𝑑)) for the dynamic graph
with 𝑁 edges and 𝑑 edge features, and the multiscale transform of
framelet convolution allows sufficient scalability in the network
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training. Our SWINIT achieves state-of-the-art performance on a
variety of online continuous-time dynamic graph learning tasks,
while compared to baseline methods, the number of its learnable
parameters reduces by up to seven times.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Dynamic graphs appear in many scenarios, such as transportation
[34], pandemic spread [42], climate change [7], social network
[45], complex physics system [46], biology [14]. Learning dynamic
graphs, however, is a challenging task where node features and
graph structures evolve over time. The graph property requires
being dynamically predicted, which needs a model to capture both
time-dependent features and time-varying structures of a graph.

There are a few pioneering works on dynamic graph representa-
tion learning [28, 45, 60]. Existing models usually embed sequential
graph topology then feed into recurrent networks, similar to pre-
dicting on conventional time-series data. While the idea is intuitive
and easy to follow, such a design can hardly generalize to continu-
ous graphs. The embedding step happens on graph slices at each
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Figure 1: Architecture of the proposed SpectralWindowUnit. (a) The input rawdata is processed by a spectral attentionmodule

that extracts stable principal patterns of the feature dimensionwhile encodes long-range time-dependency. (b) Local UFGConv

embeds topological information of sliced subgraphs to node representations, which are sent to predictors for forecasting tasks.

point of timer shift, where node-by-node long-short term mem-
ory is impossible to preserve. Instead, the temporal graph network
(TGN) [45] proposes to leverage a memory module that encodes
previous records to the latest events. The event states are concate-
nated for describing node dynamics within a small time window.
Nevertheless, this module has trouble in viewing the holistic graph
evolving. The memory unit, e.g., gated recurrent unit (GRU), that
the model relies on allows long-term interaction in a most implicitly
way. Within the black box, there is no way to control or investigate
the preserved message. Alternatively, self-attention [56] is a classic
tool that improves the long-range memory for sequential data. In
particular, it learns pair-wise similarity scores of the entire range
of interest. This method preserves maximum dependency within a
large window so that the memory is no longer a problem. However,
for the cost of comprehensiveness, its complexity easily explodes
when the timestamp grows rapidly.

This work proposes an effortless mechanism, where we show ran-
domized SVD plus MLP play a similar role as a transformer [13, 56]
for dynamic data. SVD finds the pivotal parts of the temporal node
information by multiplying a higher-order power of the feature
matrix, which is analogous to the classical attention where the prin-
cipal feature is learned by a linear neural layer. In correspondence,
SVD scales temporal features by weighting different components in
its decomposition. The main patterns of transformed features are
highlighted with a similarity measure from both the time dimension
and node feature dimension. We thus call this procedure a spectral
attention mechanism. Moreover, the framelet graph convolution
[66] provides sufficient scalability via its multilevel representation
of the structured data and characterizes the non-Euclidean geome-
try of the graph data in evolutionary learning.

Both the spectral attention and framelet convolution are imple-
mented in the fast algorithms with a much-reduced number of
model parameters as compared to the classical schemes. The spec-
tral attention and framelet convolution define a new computational

unit for distilling information from dynamic graph data, which we
call Spectral Window Unit. It takes account of the three dimensions
of time, node and structure features simultaneously, and it exploits
the long-term evolution behavior of time-varying data. The fusion
effect of three distinct dimensions that enables the effective extrac-
tion of temporal information is stimulated in the spectral domain
under the transforms of SVD and framelets.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 reviews
previous works that are closely related to our work. Section 3 and
Section 4 presents the key components for temporal feature and
structure embedding. In particular, we revisit the inefficient at-
tention mechanism and identify an alternative spectral transform
based on randomized SVD for potential improvement. Section 5
details our proposed framework for dynamic graph processing. The
model’s empirical performance is reported in Section 6 on inductive
and transductive link prediction tasks, following extensive ablation
study and computational efficiency analysis.

2 RELATEDWORK

This section reviews previous research that is mostly relevant to
our work, which are graph representation learning and dynamic
inference of sequential data.

2.1 Graph Structure Embedding

GNNs have seen a surge in interest and popularity recently. It has
also shown great success in dealing with irregular graph-structured
data that traditional deep learning methods such as CNNs fail to
manage. The main factor that contributes to its success is that GNNs
learn the structure pattern of graphs while CNNs can only handle
regular grid-like inputs. Common to most GNNs and their variants
is the graph embedding through the aggregation of neighbor nodes
(no matter in vertex domain or spectral domain after a certain trans-
form) in a way of message passing [5, 15, 58]. Graph convolution is
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a key ingredient for graph embedding for node aggregation as simi-
lar to the convolution of pixels in CNNs. Convolution operating on
vertex or nodes [20, 61] and convolutions on the pseudo-coordinate
system that are mapped from nodes through a transformation (typi-
cally Fourier) [6], correspond to spatial-based methods and spectral-
based methods, respectively. Due to its intuitive characteristics of
spatial-based methods which can directly generalize the CNNs to
graph data with convolution on neighbors, most GNNs fall into the
category of spatial-based methods [1, 24, 32, 35, 39, 57, 61, 63, 64].

Many other spatial methods broadly follow the message passing
scheme with different neighborhood aggregation strategies, but
they are developed empirically being limiting theoretical under-
standing. In contrast, spectral-based graph convolutions [6, 11, 22,
30, 31, 59, 65–68] convert the raw signal or features in the vertex
domain into the frequency domain. Spectral-based methods have al-
ready been proved to have a solid mathematical foundation in graph
signal processing [51], and the vastly equipped multi-scale or multi-
resolution views push them to a more scalable solution of graph
embedding. Versatile Fourier[11, 22, 26], wavelet transforms[65]
and framelets[66] have also shown their capabilities in graph rep-
resentation learning. Of these transforms, Fourier transforms is
particularly one of the most popular ones and the work in [29]
gave a detailed review of how Fourier Transform enhances neural
networks. In addition, with fast transforms being available in com-
puting strategy, a big concern related to efficiency is well resolved.

2.2 Temporal Encoding of Dynamic Graphs

Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) are considered exceptionally
successful for sequential data modelling, such as text, video, and
speech [17, 18, 49]. In particular, Long Short Term Memory (LSTM)
[23] and Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) [9] gains great popularity in
application. Compared to Vanilla RNN, they leverage a gate system
to extract memory information, so that memorizing long-range de-
pendency of sequential data becomes possible. Though, it is difficult
to interpret their internal behaviors due to the complex network
architecture [10]. Also, the sequential data encoding prevents re-
current networks from efficiently capturing temporal dependencies.
Instead, the Transformer network [56] designs an encoder-decoder
architecture with the self-attention mechanism, so as to allow paral-
lel processing on sequential tokens. The self-attention mechanism
have achieved state-of-the-art performance across all NLP tasks
[27, 56] and even some image tasks [13, 62].

For dynamic GNNs, it is critical to consolidate the features along
the temporal dimension. Dynamic graphs consist of discrete and
continuous two types according to whether they have the exact
temporal information [52]. Recent advances and success in static
graphs encourage researchers and enable further exploration in the
direction of dynamic graphs. Nevertheless, it is still not recently
until several approaches [16, 33, 41, 54] were proposed due to the
challenges of modeling the temporal dynamics. In general, a dy-
namic graph neural network could be thought of as a combination
of static GNNs and time series models which typically come in the
form of an RNN [38, 40, 48]. The first DGNN was introduced by
Seo et al. [48] as a discrete DGNN and Know-Evolve [53] was the
first continuous model. JODIE [28] employed a coupled RNN model
to learn the embeddings of the user/item. The work in [47] learns

the node representations through two joint self-attention along
both dimensions of graph neighborhood and temporal dynamics.
The work in [43] was the first to use RNN to regulate the GCN
model, which means to adapt the GCN model along the temporal
dimension at every time step rather than feeding the node embed-
dings learned from GCNs into an RNN. TGAT [60] is notable as
the first to consider time-feature interactions. Then Rossi et al. [45]
presented a more generic framework for any dynamic graphs repre-
sented as a sequence of time events with a memory module added in
comparison to [60] to enable the short-term memory enhancement.

3 TEMPORAL MESSAGE ENCODING

This section discusses the efficiency issue of scalable sequential
feature embedding. The self-attention mechanism is first analyzed
with its inevitable cost, following the power method-based random-
ized SVD that compacts an efficient version of the transformer.

3.1 Linear Self-Attention and its Inefficiency

We start from a simple linear attention without softmax activation
[8]. The attention for a given signal 𝑿 ∈ R𝑛×𝑑 reads

attn(𝑿 ) := (𝑸𝑲⊤𝑽 )/𝑛, (1)
where 𝑸 := 𝑿𝑾𝑄 ,𝑲 := 𝑿𝑾𝐾 , 𝑽 := 𝑿𝑾𝑉 .

The three square matrices 𝑸 (query), 𝑲 (key) and 𝑽 (value) contain
learned basis functions, and they have an identical size of 𝑑 × 𝑑 .
As 𝑑 is typically smaller than the sample size 𝑛, this helps save
the learning cost of algorithms, i.e., the number of parameters
to approximate. The local attention applies trainable non-batch-
based normalization on them. Alternatively, efficient attention [50]
leverages layer normalization out of the attention function. For
now, we neglect this normalization operator as well as the scaler 𝑛
for simplicity, but the same intrinsic idea holds for both scenarios.

Rewrite (1) with respect to 𝑿 , we have

attn(𝑿 ) = 𝑿𝑾𝑄𝑾
⊤
𝐾 𝑿⊤𝑿𝑾𝑉 . (2)

This simple powerful module facilitates many applications in com-
plicated data processing and analysis domains. Though, the compro-
mised computational efficiency remains unsolved. The propagation
of 𝑸𝑲⊤ 𝑿𝑾𝑄𝑾

⊤
𝐾
𝑿⊤ requires an expensive matrix multiplication

at 𝑛 × 𝑛. The computational cost explodes easily when the sample
size grows drastically. To tackle this issue, we first revisit (2) from
the view of matrix decomposition and approximation.

3.2 Randomized Power scheme of SVD

Singular value decomposition (SVD) forms a unitary transform on
the raw data signal [3]. A matrix 𝑿 ∈ R𝑛×𝑑 (𝑛 > 𝑑) is factorized
into 𝑼Σ𝑽⊤, where 𝑼 ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 and 𝑽 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 are two orthonormal
bases that span the row and column space of 𝑿 . The raw matrix 𝑿
can be projected to some spectral domain by 𝑼 or 𝑽 . For example,
𝑿𝑽 denotes the spectral coefficients of𝑿 where the projected space
takes feature aggregation into account. As 𝑿𝑽 = 𝑼Σ, and 𝑼Σ is a
scaled row-space orthonormal basis, 𝑿𝑽 can also be interpreted as
an orthonormal basis of the raw matrix 𝑿 . Alternatively, truncated
SVD [21] cuts off small singular value and their corresponding
singular vectors so that 𝑼 ∈ R𝑛×𝑑′ and 𝑽 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑′ (𝑑 ′ < 𝑑) with
the 𝑑 − 𝑑 ′ most sensitive parts to small changes being removed.
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The randomized power scheme [19] improves the efficiency of
SVD. The orthonormal basis of 𝑿 is approximated efficiently by the
randomized power method with an iterative QR decomposition via
the Gram-Schmidt algorithm. Formally, the basis

𝑸 = 𝑨𝑹−1 = 𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑹−1, (3)

where 𝑨 denotes the power-𝑞 approximation of 𝑿 . The 𝑹 is an
upper triangular matrix determined by column elements of 𝑿 and
𝑸 . For illustration purposes, we eliminate the random factor Ω
that usually produces dimensionality reduction on 𝒀 . Compared to
vanilla SVD, (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑹−1 serves as an approximator of the column
singular vectors 𝑽 . The closeness of the approximation to the exact
solution is controlled by iteration 𝑞. The more iterations applied,
the larger gaps are discovered between different basis vectors, and
the smaller the approximation error is involved.

3.3 Linear Attention versus Randomized SVD

We now connect linear attention with randomized SVD. The current
SVD approximation in (3) involves no learnable scheme, thus it is
impossible to adapt the importance of orthonormal basis (or spectral
coefficient) with respect to the input data. One simple solution is
endowing a linear transformation

𝑸 = 𝑸𝑾 = 𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑾 . (4)

We unite 𝑹−1 with the learnable parameter𝑾 to abbreviate the rep-
resentation. An intuitive explanation of this linear transformation is
to rearrange and summarize the principal factors (singular vectors)
to the importance of describing entity features. While the QR de-
composition ranks the orthonormal basis according to their energy
decreasing, this measure of importance might be less practical for
many prediction tasks. Thus it is preferred to allow data-driven
adjustments on principal components.

If we rewrite𝑾𝑄𝑾⊤𝐾 =𝑾1 and𝑾𝑉 =𝑾2 of (2):

attn(𝑿 ) = 𝑿𝑾1𝑿
⊤𝑿𝑾2 . (5)

Both (4) and (5) share a similar format except for the number of
learnable parameter sets and the power scheme. In fact, the lin-
ear self-attention in (5) can be considered as a special case of (4)
in the sense that the attention mechanism implicitly calculates a
1-iteration QR approximation of SVD basis. While the power-1
approximation is of limited accuracy, attention makes linear ad-
justments by learnable parameter that approximates𝑾1𝑿⊤𝑿𝑾2 ≈
𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑹−1𝑾 .

In fact, both 𝑾1𝑿⊤𝑿𝑾2 (or 𝑲⊤𝑽 ) and 𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑹−1𝑾 serve
the same role as a similarity metric of 𝑿 ’s row space. The 𝑿⊤𝑿
in a one-step approximation of QR iteration aggregates row-wise
variation and summarize a low-rank covariance matrix of the fea-
ture space. The subsequent power iterations and adjustments on 𝑹
only widen the gap between different modes so that more resources
can be focused on large modes, and the smallest modes (which are
usually considered as noise or disturbance of truth) are eventually
removed. The same procedure on attention, in contrast, is highly
dependent on the input value. The learning process is indeed a
black-box learning module. While the algorithm is considerably
flexible and adaptive to a broad range of scenarios, such advantages
are traded with precision and controlling power.

The other pain point of the attention mechanism in (5) is the
computational expense on large datasets. Consider an extremely
long sequence of input 𝑿𝑁 ∈ R𝑁×𝑑 where 𝑁 ≫ 𝑑 . The attention
method have to calculate𝑿𝑾1𝑿⊤ ∈ R𝑁×𝑁 following another𝑁 ×𝑑
matrix multiplication. This huge square matrix could result in a
great burden on both calculation speed and storage. In comparison,
(4) starts from 𝑿⊤𝑿 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 that controls the main calculation
within an acceptable dimension.While the length of sequential data,
such as time-series data, can easily be expanded, this ‘dimension
reduction’ trick is important for scalable learning tasks.

4 GRAPH TOPOLOGY EMBEDDING

We now present the two modules with respect to sub-graph topol-
ogy embedding. The first module is called a memory window that
batchrizes the event flow with fixed batch size. The construction
of the adjacency matrix relies on the events that happened within
this batch, and the features constitute both present and (recent)
previous information of the nodes. The second is a graph convolu-
tion for topology representation learning. We use a spectral-based
method in consideration of scalability.

4.1 Memory Window

A continuous-time dynamic graph records the temporal evolution
by a sequence of events. Instead of treating graph intervals as
discrete slices, Temporal Graph Networks (TGN) [45] practices
node embedding by a message-memory encoder. Given an event
𝑒𝑖 [𝑡] at time 𝑡 with respect to node 𝑛𝑖 , we name it a message of
𝑛𝑖 at time 𝑡 , denoted as msg(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡]). In addition, if the node was
previously recorded active, we use mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡]) to represent the
past information, or memory, of 𝑛𝑖 prior to time 𝑡 . The memory
module mem() refreshes constantly with the latest messages to
capture the dynamic nature of graph interactions. When a new
event 𝑒𝑖 [𝑡] is recorded, the updated memory at time 𝑡 is

mem(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡]) = 𝑓 (mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡]),msg(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡]))
with a trainable function 𝑓 (). Depending on when the node 𝑖 was
previously recorded, the last memory can be found before 𝑡 − 1.
Also it is possible to recall memory from more than one step away.

We thus describe 𝑛𝑖 [𝑡]’s state by its hidden memory ℎ𝑖 [𝑡] at
time 𝑡 , which concatenates msg(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡]) and mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡]), i.e.,

ℎ𝑖 (𝑡) = concat(msg(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡]))∥mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡]))). (6)

The embedding for an interactive event 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 (𝑡) between two nodes
𝑛𝑖 and 𝑛 𝑗 is similar, which reads

ℎ𝑖 (𝑡) = concat(msg(𝑒𝑖 𝑗 [𝑡])∥mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡])∥mem(𝑒 𝑗 [: 𝑡])). (7)

4.2 Framelet Graph Transforms

Graph convolution is a key ingredient for graph representation
learning. Given an undirected graph G = (V,E,𝑿 ) with 𝑁 = |V|
nodes, its edge connection is described by an adjacency matrix 𝑨 ∈
R𝑁×𝑁 and the 𝑑-dimensional node feature is stored in 𝑿 ∈ R𝑁×𝑑 .
Graph convolution aims at encoding 𝑨,𝑿 to a hidden representa-
tion 𝑯 for prediction tasks. Depending on whether the convolution
is conducted on the vertex domain or a transformed domain, typical
methods are classified into either spatial or spectral methods. Here
we are interested in spectral methods, or more specifically, Frame
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wavelet (Framelet) methods, where multilevel or multiscale feature
allows scalable graph representation learning.

We now brief the undecimated Framelet graph convolution
(UFGConv)method proposed by [66], which leverages fast Framelet
decomposition and reconstruction for graph topology embedding.

The Framelet convolution defines in a similar manner to any
typical spectral graph convolution layer that

𝜽 ★𝑿 = Vdiag(𝜽 )W𝑿 ′, (8)

where𝑿 ′ is transformed (hidden) feature embedding and 𝜽 denotes
learnable parameters. TheW andV denotes the decomposition
and reconstruction operators that transform the graph signal be-
tween the vertex domain and the Framelet domain. The fast approx-
imation of Framelet coefficients is crucial for an efficient UFGConv
algorithm, and we now brief the graph Framelet transforms [12, 66].

Framelet transform divides an input signal to multiple channels
by a set of low-pass and high-passes Framelet bases. For a specific
nodes 𝑝 , its bases at scale level 𝑙 = 1, . . . , 𝐿 reads

𝝋𝑙,𝑝 (𝑣) =
𝑁∑︁
ℓ=1

𝛼

(
𝜆ℓ

2𝑙

)
𝒖ℓ (𝑝)𝒖ℓ (𝑣)

𝝍𝑘
𝑙,𝑝
(𝑣) =

𝑁∑︁
ℓ=1

𝑏 (𝑘)
(
𝜆ℓ

2𝑙

)
𝒖ℓ (𝑝)𝒖ℓ (𝑣) .

We call Ψ = {𝛼 ; 𝛽 (1) , . . . , 𝛽 (𝐾) } a set of scaling functions, and it
is determined by a filter bank 𝜂 := {𝑎;𝑏 (1) , . . . , 𝑏 (𝐾) }. The other
component is the eigen-pairs {(𝜆, 𝒖)}𝑁

𝑗=1 of the graph Laplacian
L, which plays a key role for embedding graph topology. The
Framelet basis projects input signals to a transformed domain as
Framelet coefficients. Given a signal 𝒙 , ⟨𝝋𝑙,𝑝 , 𝒙⟩ and ⟨𝝍𝑘𝑙,𝑝 , 𝒙⟩ are the
corresponding Framelet coefficients for node 𝑝 at scale 𝑙 .

To allow fast approximation of the filter spectral functions,𝑚-
order Chebyshev polynomials is considered. We denote𝑚-order
approximation of 𝛼 and {𝛽 (1) , . . . , 𝛽 (𝐾) } by T𝑚0 and {T𝑚

𝑘
}𝐾
𝑘=1. At

a given level 𝐿, the full set of Framelet coefficientsW𝑘,1𝒙 reads{
T𝑚
𝑘
(2−𝐻L)𝒙, 𝑙 = 1

T𝑚
𝑘
(2−𝐻−𝑙L)T𝑚0 (2

−𝐻−𝑙+1L)· · · T𝑚0 (2
−𝐻L)𝒙, otherwise,

where the dilation scale 𝐻 satisfies 𝜆max ≤ 2𝐻𝜋 .

5 SPECTRALWINDOW UNIT

This section presents the proposed Spectral Window Unit (SWINIT)
model for dynamic graph representation learning. We divide the
learning task into two steps. First, a spectral attention module is
leveraged for efficient temporal feature encoding. The new repre-
sentations are then batchrized and sent to UFGConv for topological
encoding. The particular designs are detailed below. Algorithm 1
summarizes the complete training process with the model complex-
ity analysis be provided. The model architecture is briefed in Fig-
ure 1. In addition, Figure 2 and Figure 3 give detailed demonstrations
for each portion of the proposed model for better understanding.

≈𝑿

𝑁 × 𝑑 ′

𝑿𝑖 𝑗

× ≈𝑿 𝑽

𝑁 × 𝑑 𝑑 × 𝑑 ′

𝑖th row
𝑗th column

𝑿 𝑿⊤ 𝑿 Ω𝑹−1
𝑁 × 𝑑 𝑑 × 𝑁 𝑁 × 𝑑 𝑑 × 𝑑 ′

𝑖th row

𝑗th row

𝑗th column

𝑗th column

×
interpretation:1

×

××
interpretation:2

Figure 2: A dissection of Randomized SVD-oriented spectral

message encoder on 𝑿 . Section 5.1 discusses the two inter-

pretations of this embedding in detail.

5.1 Temporal Feature Encoding

Our method embeds long-range time-dependency by a randomized
SVD-based spectral attention mechanism, which implements a sim-
ilar function to the classic attention design but provides additional
scalability and reliability, as analyzed in Section 3. This section
gives an intuitive justification for the feasibility of dynamic events
processing by spectral attention.

Consider a raw matrix 𝑿 ∈ R𝑁×𝑑 that records sequential events
of a period. Rather than directly training prediction models on 𝑿 , it
is desired to first find a low-dimension projection 𝑿 to some spec-
tral domain that. The 𝑿 is believed better summarize the principal
patterns of the input space and is immune to a minor disturbance.
Consequently, they are easier to train with small chunks later on.
To this end, we propose to encode the raw input with a random-
ized power scheme of truncated SVD. Similar to the self-attention
mechanism, our spectral encoder reweights the input with their
similarity score. Moreover, the similarity matrix is updated with
explicit rules, so that the learning process is more manageable in
comparison to a data-driven black-box approximation. We provide
two interpretations to help understand how exactly this spectral
attention method summarizes main patterns from both directions
of feature and time.

Interpretation 1. The spectral attention extracts information

of feature dimension by 𝑿 ≈ 𝑿𝑽 : We know from definition
𝑿 := 𝑼Σ𝑽⊤ that SVD stores factorized features (columns) in 𝑽 , and
the factorized timestamps (rows) in 𝑼 . The truncated SVD is de-
sign especially when the input is of low-rank, or full-rank but with
noise. A purified input is transformed by𝑿 ≈ 𝑿𝑽 ∈ R𝑁×𝑑′ (𝑑 > 𝑑 ′).
Consequently, the projected samples of 𝑿 from 𝑽 finds a new rep-
resentation by referring most effective feature dimension represen-
tations. For example, the 𝑗th feature of the 𝑖th transformed sample
𝑿𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑿𝑖𝑽𝑗 . The raw 𝑿𝑖 is concreted to a point following the pro-
jection rule of the 𝑗th factorized feature. Similar mappings by the
1, 2, . . . , 𝑑 ′th factorization of 𝑽 converts the raw 𝑿𝑖 to a new space
that is mostly representative from the perspective of features.

Interpretation 2. The spectral attention aggregates informa-

tion of time dimension by 𝑿̃ ≈ 𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑹−1: To get the full
picture of the information aggregation, let’s focus on the simplest
case of iteration 𝑞 = 1. We already know from Section 3 that the
𝑿⊤𝑿𝑹−1 (in green box) is a one-step approximation of 𝑽 . Here
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Θ[𝑡 − 1] Θ[𝑡] Θ[𝑡 + 1]

𝜃 (0) [𝑡] 𝜃 (𝑛) [𝑡] 𝜃 (0) [𝑡 + 1] 𝜃 (𝑛) [𝑡 + 1]
UFGConv[𝑡] UFGConv[𝑡 + 1]

Figure 3: Inheritance and renewal of the global spectral coef-

ficientΘ. The first row indicates the alternation of the global

Θ from 𝑡 − 1 to 𝑡 + 1. The second row showcases the local 𝜃

updates by UFGConv of a graph at step 𝑡 and 𝑡 + 1.

we show how this approximation embeds the long-range time-
dependency of the input data. Figure 2 show how the 𝑗th element
of the 𝑗 th row in 𝑿⊤𝑿 is calculated by the inner product of the 𝑗 th
column vector of 𝑿 . The calculated 𝑑 × 𝑑 matrix is indeed a covari-
ance matrix that summarizes the column-wise linear relationship
of𝑿 . In our case, the 𝑗 th column of𝑿 describes the evolution of the
𝑗 th feature over the entire timeline, and the covariance matrix gives
a linear similarity measure of all features based on their temporal
trace. If we project the raw matrix 𝑿 by this similarity matrix, the
new representation will include the temporal correlation of all time.
The same interpretation holds after 𝑞 iterations. While the algo-
rithm concentrates high energies on more expressive modes and
takes some linear adjustments (via 𝑹−1), the fundamental format
of the covariance matrix 𝑿⊤𝑿 is never changed.

5.2 Structured Node Embedding

So far the event-based data have been projected to a spectral domain
of the feature dimension. While the long-term dependencies are
well-encoded during this process, the short-term memory requires
further enhancement. In addition, the intrinsic structural informa-
tion is waiting for embedding. To this end, a memory window gets
involved to divide multiple batches of subgraphs. This operation al-
lows zooming into a small window of events and extracting critical
messages. The current state of an underlying node is also closely
connected to recent messages of the same entity (node) from previ-
ous states. To include this part of the information, which we call
memories, an aggregation is employed for assembling. The impor-
tance of short-term memorization has been verified by [45]. We
adopt a similar idea for this slicing and aggregation by following
the procedures introduced in Section 4.1.

Now that the graph sequence is prepared, the next step is graph
convolution for structure embedding. We employ UFGConv, a spe-
cial type of spectral-based graph convolution, that allows potential
scalability over multi-level graph signal processing. In classic graph-
level representation learning tasks, UFGConv can easily parallel
to multiple graphs that are independent of each other. For sequen-
tial graphs, the time-dependency is required to be implanted by a
properly designed intra-connection on transform parameters 𝜃s.
Inspired by the fact that the parameters are stored on a diagonal
line and they scale the node-wise Framelet coefficients, we link
the initialization of current Framelet coefficients with their best
estimation of the last record, i.e.,

𝜃𝑖 [𝑡] (0) = 𝜃𝑖 [: 𝑡] (𝑛)

Algorithm 1: SWINIT: Spectral Window Unit

Input : raw sequential data 𝑿
Output : label prediction 𝒀

1 Initialization: global Θ
2 Randomized SVD 𝑿𝑽 ← 𝑿 (𝑿⊤𝑿 )𝑞𝑹−1;
3 for batch 𝑖 ← 1 to 𝑁 − 2 do
4 ℎ𝑖 [𝑡] ← msg(𝑒𝑖 [𝑡])∥mem(𝑒𝑖 [: 𝑡]);
5 G𝑖 ← (𝑨𝑖 ,𝑿𝑖 ← FC(ℎ𝑖 [𝑡]));
6 𝐻𝑖 ← UFGConv(𝑨𝑖 ,𝑿𝑖 , 𝜃𝑖 );
7 𝒀𝑖 ← Predictor(𝐻𝑖 );
8 Θ𝑖 ← 𝜃𝑖 ;

9 𝒀
i,val
← Predictor(𝐻𝑖+1);

10 𝒀i,test ← Predictor(𝐻𝑖+2);
11 Update: score(𝒀

val
), score(𝒀test).

12 end

for the 𝑖th 𝜃 value with respect to node 𝑖 at time 𝑡 . Here 0 denotes
the first iteration (or initial value) of 𝜃 and 𝑛 is the estimated 𝜃

after 𝑛 propagation. The full set of 𝜃 is stored in a global Θ, so
that every time when step into a new UFGConv, the algorithm
extracts previous 𝜃s from Θ. The updated parameters of the train-
ing procedure, while being used for prediction, are also restored
to Θ for next calling. Figure 3 gives a simple demonstration. Con-
sider a small graph with 5 nodes. The global Θ has 5 parameters
to tune. The subgraph at batch 𝑡 contains the first 3 of the 5 nodes.
When training the UFGConv layer, the model inherits the best
estimation of {𝜃1, 𝜃2, 𝜃3} before 𝑡 as initialization. The optimized
model is deployed for further prediction tasks. Meanwhile, Θ re-
places {𝜃1, 𝜃2, 𝜃3} by the three updated parameters. This process is
conducted repetitively along with the training procedure until all
subgraphs are trained and evaluated.

5.3 Complexity Analysis

As mentioned in Section 3, our design of spectral attention is ef-
ficient with a small time and space complexity, as we analyze as
follows. We analyze the computational complexity for the SWINIT
in Algorithm 1 by estimating the cost for the three main computa-
tional units: randomized SVD for the entire training data, and MLP
and UFGConv (framelet convolution) for batched graphs.

Time complexity. For a dynamic graph with 𝑁 events (edges)
and 𝑑 edge features, the computational cost for randomized SVD
is O(𝑁𝑑 log(𝑑)) [19]. The MLP has cost O(𝑁 ) in total. For all𝑚
batches, the framelet convolution (UFGConv) has the complexity
of O(∑𝑚𝑖=1 𝑁𝑖𝑆𝑖 log2 (𝜆𝑖/𝜋)𝐹 ) where 𝑁𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖 are the number of edges
and sparsity of the 𝑖th batched graph, 𝜆𝑖 is the largest eigenvalue
of the corresponding graph Laplacian [66], and 𝐹 is the number of
the node features. In practice, the 𝑁𝑖 for each batched graph can
be set as 𝑁 /𝑚, and we suppose 𝑆𝑖 and 𝜆𝑖 are bounded by constants.
The total computational cost of SWINIT is O (𝑁 (𝑑 log(𝑑) + 𝐹 )).

Space complexity. For the randomized SVD, the memory cost is
O(𝑁𝑑). The MLP with 𝑙 + 1 fully connected layers needs memory
O(𝑛1

√︁
𝑁 /𝑚 + 𝑛1 ×𝑚1 + · · · + 𝑛𝑙 ×𝑚𝑙 ). Suppose each layer has

the same number of hidden neurons 𝑛, then MLP has the space



Spectral Transform Forms Scalable Transformer Conference’17, July 2017, Washington, DC, USA

complexity O(𝑛
√︁
𝑁 /𝑚 + 𝑛2𝑙). The memory cost of framelet con-

volution is O(𝑁𝐹 ). Then, the total space complexity of SWINIT is
O

(
𝑁 (𝑑 + 𝐹 ) + 𝑛

√︁
𝑁 /𝑚 + 𝑛2𝑙

)
.

Parameter number. The trainable network parameters appear
mainly in MLP and UFGConv. As similar to space complexity anal-
ysis, SWINIT has the O

(
𝑛
√︁
𝑁 /𝑚 + 𝑛2𝑙 + 𝑁𝐹

)
parameters in total.

6 NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

This section reports the performance of SWINIT in comparison
to three baseline models and five ablation studies. The main ex-
periment tests on two link prediction tasks with both inductive
and transductive learning tasks. The best reported performance are
tuned with PyTorch on NVIDIA® Tesla V100 GPUwith 5,120 CUDA
cores and 16GB HBM2 mounted on an HPC cluster. Experimen-
tal code in PyTorch can be found at https://github.com/bzho3923/
GNN_SWINIT.

6.1 Experimental Protocol

6.1.1 Dataset. Our experiments are conducted on three bipartite
graph datasets: Wikipedia, Reddit andMOOC [28, 36].
• Wikipedia has users and Wikipedia page as the two sets of
nodes. An edge is recorded when a user edits a page. The
dataset selects the 1, 000 most edited pages and frequent
editing users who made at least 5 edits. The dataset contains
9, 227 nodes and 157, 474 edges in total, and each event is
described by 172 features.
• Reddit divides two sets of nodes as users and subreddits
(communities). An interaction occurs when a user posts a
message to a subreddit. The datasets samples 1, 000 most
active subreddits as nodes along with the 10, 000 most active
users. In total, the dataset contains 11, 000 nodes and 672, 447
edges. All events are recorded as 172 edge features by the
LIWC categories [44] by the text of each post.
• MOOC records students and courses of the “Massive Open
Online Course" learning platform. An interaction occurs
when a student enrolls in the course. The dataset consists of
7, 047 students, 97 courses and 411, 749 interactions. Specifi-
cally, 4, 066 state changes are recorded implying action that
a student drops out of a course.

6.1.2 Learning Tasks. We conduct prediction tasks of the three
datasets on link prediction and node classification.

In the link prediction tasks, the goal is to predict the probability
of an edge occurring between two nodes at a given time. To con-
duct the prediction, a simple MLP decoder is concatenated after
the node embedding module, mapping from the concatenation of
the node pair’s embeddings to the probability of the edge. Unlike
tabular data where entities are independent of each other, graph
nodes are inter-connected. Different graph data splitting strategies
can affect the performance of prediction tasks. Depending on the
degree of information accessed in the test set, we split our dynamic
predicting tasks into inductive and transductive settings. Trans-
ductive setting refers to the reasoning from the observed graph to
specific nodes or edges [25]. It assumes that the entire input graph
can be observed across the training, validation, and test sets. Our

predictions for the future edges are based on the observed input
graph. Inductive setting refers to the reasoning from observed
graph information to general rules (or unseen graphs, in our case)
[20]. We break edges to get independent training, validation, and
test graphs. The task is to predict future links of unseen nodes.

In node classification, the target is to predict whether the linkage
between users and items will lead to a state change in users [27]. In
particular, a trained model tries to predict if a user will be banned
(Wikipedia, Reddit) or if a student will drop out from the course
(MOOC). Note that the three datasets are highly-imbalanced and the
positive rate is at most 1%, since the chances a user will be banned
or a student’ drop-out should be small. In this task, a trained model
from the link prediction task serves as the encoder. A trainable MLP
decoder mapping from the node embedding to the probability of
state change.

6.1.3 Evaluation Metrics. We follow the design of prediction task
by PyTorch on interactions happening in time 𝑡 + 1 and 𝑡 + 2 of a
bipartite graph given information until time 𝑡 . The evaluation of our
model is based on two specific metrics: precision and ROC-AUC.
• Precision refers to the number of true positives (TP) divided
by the total number of positive observations, i.e., the sum
of true positive and false positive (TP+FP) instances. The
information retrieval theory [2] suggests the best model
has its precision at 1, which implies that labels of all the
positive samples are correctly predicted. In our cases, we use
precision to measure the proportion of predicted interactions
that indeed exists in the ground truth dataset.
• ROC-AUC, or ‘The Area under the ROC Curve’ where ROC
stands for receiver operating characteristic curve is a stan-
dard performance measure for classification tasks [4]. ROC-
AUC calculates the 2D area underneath the ROC curve. It
measures models’ capability of distinguishing labels among
classes. Here we use ROC-AUC to measure the probability
that the model ranks a random true interaction that is higher
than a random false interaction.

6.1.4 Comparison Baselines. SWINIT is compared with three dy-
namic graph models for continuous-time inputs. JODIE [28] 1 em-
ploys two recurrent neural network models and introduces an inno-
vative projection function that learns the future embeddings of any
user. DyRep [55] 2 designs a latent mediation process to capture
the topological evolution and node-level interactions. The node
neighbours are aggregated by GAT [57]. TGN [45] 3 develops a
novel memory module to consider the long-term dependencies in
dynamic graphs and employs temporal graph attention to learn the
temporal embeddings.

6.1.5 Training Setup. We follow the pseudo-code of Algorithm 1
and design SWINIT accordingly. In the spectral attention module,
we approximate truncated SVD with some largest modes with 𝑞-
iteration. The specific number of node is selected as the smallest
number between 50 and 100 such that the spectral norm error is
less than 0.1. The batch memory window is processed by fully
connected layers, and the prepared subgraphs are then processed

1https://github.com/srijankr/jodie
2implemented by https://github.com/twitter-research/tgn
3https://github.com/twitter-research/tgn

https://github.com/bzho3923/GNN_SWINIT
https://github.com/bzho3923/GNN_SWINIT
https://github.com/srijankr/jodie
https://github.com/twitter-research/tgn
https://github.com/twitter-research/tgn
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Table 1: Performance of link prediction over 10 repetitions

Wikipedia Reddit MOOC

Model # parameters precision ROC-AUC precision ROC-AUC precision ROC-AUC

tr
an
sd
uc
tiv

e DyRep[55] 920 × 103 94.67±0.25 94.26±0.24 96.51±0.59 96.64±0.48 79.84±0.38 81.92±0.21
JODIE-rnn[28] 209 × 103 93.94±2.50 94.44±1.42 97.12±0.57 97.59±0.27 76.68±0.02 81.40±0.02
JODIE-gru[28] 324 × 103 96.38±0.50 96.75±0.19 96.84±0.39 97.33±0.25 80.29±0.09 84.88±0.30

TGN-gru[45] 1, 217 × 103 96.73±0.09 96.45±0.11 98.63±0.06 98.61±0.03 83.18±0.10 83.20±0.35
SWINIT-mlp (ours) 170 × 103 97.02±0.06 96.51±0.08 98.19±0.05 98.15±0.06 82.40±0.24 85.55±0.17

SWINIT-gru (ours) 376 × 103 97.44±0.05 97.15±0.06 98.69±0.09 98.66±0.12 84.50±0.10 86.88±0.09

in
du

ct
iv
e

DyRep[55] 920 × 103 92.09±0.28 91.22±0.26 96.07±0.34 96.03±0.28 79.64±0.12 82.34±0.32
JODIE-rnn[28] 209 × 103 92.92±1.07 92.56±0.87 93.94±1.53 95.08±0.70 77.17±0.02 81.77±0.01
JODIE-gru[28] 324 × 103 94.93±0.15 95.08±0.70 92.90±0.03 95.14±0.07 77.82±0.17 82.90±0.60

TGN-gru[45] 1, 217 × 103 94.37±0.23 93.83±0.27 97.38±0.07 97.33±0.11 81.75±0.24 82.83±0.18
SWINIT-mlp (ours) 170 × 103 94.27±0.05 93.28±0.05 97.49±0.01 97.34±0.02 82.54±0.08 85.23±0.09

SWINIT-gru (ours) 376 × 103 96.60±0.01 95.70±0.02 97.47±0.05 97.10±0.09 82.35±0.06 83.67±0.06

† The top three are highlighted by First, Second, Third.

Table 2: Comparison of computational complexity and train-

ing speed.

Model Wikipedia Reddit MOOC

DyRep[55] 20.1s ±0.6s 139.3s ±0.1s 78.34s ±0.6s
JODIE-rnn[28] 17.4s ±2.0s 121.8s±0.3s 62.64s ±0.1s
JODIE-gru[28] 16.9s ±1.1s 131.6s ±1.5s 58.82s ±2.2s
TGN-gru [45] 24.9s ±0.3s 128.1s ±2.2s 78.11s ±0.7s
SWINIT-mlp (ours) 9.87s ±0.1s 63.3s ±1.1s 38.41s ±0.5s
SWINIT-gru (ours) 12.5s ±0.3s 83.6s ±0.1s 49.20s ±0.1s

Table 3: ROC-AUC of node classification over 10 repetitions.

Model Wikipedia Reddit MOOC

DyRep[55] 84.59±2.21 62.91±2.40 69.86±0.02
JODIE-rnn[28] 85.38±0.08 61.68±0.01 66.82±0.05
JODIE-gru[28] 87.90±0.09 64.30±0.21 70.23±0.09

TGN-gru [45] 88.95±0.07 61.49±0.01 70.32±0.13

SWINIT-mlp (ours) 88.37±0.03 64.94±0.07 69.52±0.08
SWINIT-gru (ours) 90.32±0.05 65.28±0.05 71.08±0.02

by UFGConv with Haar-type filters at dilation factor 2𝑙 to allow
efficient transforms. To train a generalized model that is robust
to small disturbance, in the validation set we randomly add 50%
negative samples at each epoch. The same negative sampling pro-
cedure is conducted in the test set, except that all the samples are
deterministic. This design is universally used in literature so that
the prediction tasks become non-trivial. The hyper-parameters of
baseline models, unless specified, are fixed to the best choice pro-
vided by their authors. For all the models, we fix the batch size
at 1, 000 with a maximum of 200 epochs for both datasets. Any

Table 4: Average performance for ABLATION study on

Wikipedia.

link prediction node classification

Module precision ROC-AUC ROC-AUC

raw+mlp 96.71±0.10 96.20±0.20 88.33±0.18
raw+trSVD+mlp 96.82±0.13 96.23±0.12 88.47±0.22

trSVD+mlp 97.02±0.06 96.51±0.08 88.37±0.03

raw+gru 97.18±0.03 96.84±0.04 88.66±0.27
raw+trSVD+gru 97.23±0.04 96.90±0.05 87.56±0.09
trSVD+gru 97.44±0.05 97.15±0.06 90.32±0.05

employed neural network overlays either 2 or 3 layers, and the
memory dimension, node embedding dimension, time embedding
dimension are selected from {100, 150, 200} respectively. To make
the comparison as fair as possible, the number of parameters of each
model corresponding the fine tuned hyperparameters are reflected
in Table 1. The optimal learning rate is tuned from the range of
{1e− 4, 5e− 5}, and the weight decay is fixed at 1e− 2. The training
process is optimized by AdamW [37]. All the datasets follow the
standard split and processing rules as in [28, 45]. The average test
accuracy and its standard deviation come from 10 runs.

6.2 Result Analysis with Baseline Comparison

6.2.1 Prediction Performance. We report the performance of trans-
ductive and inductive link prediction tasks in Table 1. In addition,
we provide the average computation speed per epoch and the num-
ber of parameters to be estimated in Table 2. Of all four scenar-
ios (two tasks on two settings), SWINIT outperforms JODIE and
DyRep, and achieves at least comparable performance to TGN for
both precision and ROC-AUC metric. The standard deviation is also
controlled at a low level, which reflects our model has consistent
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performance over time. It is worth noticing that JODIE-gru out-
performs the original JODIE-rnn adopted by the authors of [28].
The performance gain of GRU over RNN explains to some extent
the outperformance of TGN over SWINIT-mlp in some cases. We
would like to stress here that our memory unit is propagated by
MLP, which is an even simpler design compared to any recurrent
unit. While the disadvantage is considerably small (or even twisted),
it stresses the effectiveness of the spectral modules we rely on. This
observation can easily be verified by the results of SWINIT-gru
where the memory layer adopts the GRU module. It outperforms all
other baselines significantly, including TGN, over different datasets,
learning tasks, and evaluation metrics.

The average AOC-ROC score for node classification tasks on
the three datasets are reported in Table 3. As mentioned in exper-
imental setup, the extremely imbalanced nature of node classes
results in lower performance of all the models on average. Still,
SWINIT outperforms the baselines, where the advantage is greater
when equipping GRU module. In particular, GRU-enhanced models
achieve the highest ROC-AUC scores of all time.

6.2.2 Computational Complexity. In supplement to the perfor-
mance of prediction tasks, we provide the average computation
speed per epoch and the number of parameters to be estimated in
Table 2. In general, the computational complexity, SWINIT requires
SEVEN times smaller than TGN-gru the amount of parameters
to approximate, in comparison to TGN-gru. The computational
speed of SWINIT is mainly influenced by the frequent operation
of pushing and pulling 𝜃s from the global Θ. This issue becomes
obvious when the total number of edges in the dataset grows to a
considerably large mass. With further optimization on a practice
level, we believe the speed issue can be well-resolved or at least
lessen to an acceptable level. We leave the improvements for future
work. Despite the cost of UFGConv, SWINIT propagates faster
than all other baselines. Particularly on the Reddit dataset, which
has more than 4 times of events compared to Wikipedia, SWINIT
boost at least 50% speed while maintaining top performance. This
result is consistent with the analysis in Section 3 and Section 5,
where the computational cost of SWINIT is significantly reduced
through calculating 𝑿⊤𝑿 in priority.

Remark 1. The performance of TGN in both transductive and

inductive settings are lower than scores reported in [45]. The difference

lies in the access of previous interactions. In particular, the task we

(also in PYG) design is constrained on a more realistic scenario that no

ground truth after 𝑡 can be accessed when we validate and test at time

𝑡 and 𝑡 + 1. The prediction is thus made in parallel. In contrast, TGN

has access to all previous data when sampling node neighborhoods

for interactions later in the batch.

6.3 Ablation Study

In addition to the comparison against baseline methods, we also
justify the choice of the temporal encoder, including the spectral
attention and sequential network. For the spectral attention module,
we set up three different data encoders, the input of which is the
raw data, and the output is a transformed data matrix that is used
for batch training (graph slicing). The three encoders differ in the
proportion of used column basis from SVD: no SVD transform
(raw), truncated SVD transform that concatenates raw input (raw

+ trSVD), and truncated SVD transform (trSVD). The last model,
i.e., trSVD, is used as our final model. For the sequential temporal
information encoder, we consider MLP and GRU modules, which
are also the two choices we evaluated in the last two experiments. A
total number of six models are thus to be validated. Note that when
comparing different choices of attention, we exclude the vanilla
transformer encoder, as its speed is too slow to provide the average
score within a limited computing resource. As a matter of fact, an
epoch of the self-attention encoder requires more than 30 minutes
to run. In contrast, it only takes trSVD less than 1.5 minutes to
finish an epoch on a model of the same setting.

The models are validated on Wikipedia of both link prediction
and node classification tasks. We follow the same setups aligned
with Table 1. The hyper-parameters are fixed to the optimal results
from the best performed SWINIT in the earlier baseline comparison
experiment. As the prediction performance reported in Table 4,
all the three variants of SWINIT achieve a similar level of out-
standing scores, which is due to the main architectural design. Still,
trSVD outperforms raw + trSVD with a noticeable differences,
and achieves a slightly better performance than raw. The outper-
formance is much more significant with GRU than MLP network,
where the former contains more complicated architectures for local
temporal information aggregation. To understand such observation,
a possible interpretation is that the importance of feature abbrevia-
tion and pattern extraction gains increasing importance when the
feature-to-sample ratio increases. The smaller the sample size is, the
more harmful a redundant data input becomes. The observations
demonstrate the effectiveness of our design regarding encoding
principal patterns of both dimensions.

7 DISCUSSION

The paper proposed a new graph neural network framework for the
prediction tasks of temporal data. The operations in the computa-
tional unit are fully defined by a trainable spectral transform, where
the trainable neural unit is implemented by fully connected layers,
i.e., MLP. It connects the two spectral-based modules. The first mod-
ule uses the randomized SVD for all the event edges of the dynamic
graph. It extracts the key temporal node features. By transforming
features to the spectral domain, the node dimension and time dimen-
sion are fused properly. With SVD, the conventional multi-layer
perception becomes as powerful as complex recurrent memory
modules, such as GRU and LSTM, in dynamic graph prediction
tasks. MLP takes the feature batches of subgraphs from SVD and
outputs the trained features to the framelet convolution (UFGConv).
The latter has been proved able to capture the graph structure infor-
mation in a multi-level and multi-scale learning presentation [66].
The graph structure is mainly embedded in the framelet basis of
the framelet convolution. The experiments show that the framelet
system constructed by the original data has a strong transferrability
in the dynamic evolution of graph data. Thus, the three units, SVD,
MLP, and UFGConv, altogether serve as a powerful network engine
for Dynamic GNNs to learn time-dependent structured data. Both
theoretical and empirical evidence demonstrates that the learnable
SVD equipped with randomized SVD and MLP plays an equal role
as a transformer. Inherited from the scalability of the SVD and
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especially the framelet transforms-based UFGConv, SWINIT then
achieves better scalability than traditional transformer encoders.
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