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Abstract In recent years,graph neural networks have received widespread attention for their ability to efficiently process com-
plex structures and rich semantic information in heterogeneous graphs. Learning low-dimensional node embeddings of heterogene-
ous graphs while preserving the heterogeneous structure and semantics for downstream tasks such as node classification and node
clustering is a critical and challenging problem. Existing studies mainly design models based on meta-paths, but this approach
faces at least two limitations. 1) The selection of suitable meta-paths usually requires expert knowledge or additional labelling in-
formation. 2) The approach restricts the model from learning by predefined patterns, which makes it difficult to adequately capture
the complexity of the network. To address these issues,a multi-view and semantic-aware heterogeneous graph attention network
(MS-HGANN) is proposed to merge nodes and relationships without manually designing meta-paths with the MS-HGANN con-
sists of three main components:feature mapping,second-order view-specific self-graph fusion,and semantic aware. Feature map-
ping maps features to a uniform node feature space. Second-order view-specific self-graph fusion designs relationship-specific en-
coders and node attention to learn node representations on local structures. Semantic aware designs two coordinated attention

mechanisms to evaluate the importance of nodes and relationships to obtain the final node representations. Experimental results
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on three publicly available datasets show that the proposed model is state-of-the-art for node classification and clustering tasks.

Keywords

Heterogeneous networks

5 % & (Heterogeneous Graphs, HGs) X # 5 Hi {5 B M 4%
(Heterogeneous Informations, HINs) , 5& — ff i £ fp 28 B 11
TR SC R ALY T, a0 5] SO 5 A B8 AT kT
R AW B A Sl W T T
JoT VL1 3 3 Pk S O 1R 3RS 2 2] R [ 3 BT AT 5 1 DG i,
HADFE T R R A 28 I U R 2R HERE S . IMDB W % 2
S 5 P Y — A~ B LB L T BROR UL, Bl 3 W RUR 2 KRR
S AR TR UL 1Ca) o NI 4 H T LR 30T A G B 1Y
MO OC FR o BRI T8 A R 0 238 A5 5, 7 A AR R T = ] Y AR
HERR, XSS N BT S R A5 R A
BB R R R % 2 Tk ok T 3k

X 2B ENTIF R T — F 5 5 BT & A R K fff e i 28
()R8, H AT 5 BT R A 28 KB AP D BT oo g 4R
B R ) Fe T R A A kT ST OT R AR R Oy
) ] G 26 B AR SR S T R Z A A3 SCR R . ROl 1Y 7 B
& HANP, MAGNNPYHI MV-HetGNNU2 |, 75 — 46 5 5y 7]
Sy BRI A e R RE . SR, B AT AE IS AR O P Ay
B FEAT A s DY Dy 30k S R S A R ROk T3l it
TCEERE . AN, X 2 Oy ik BRI T HGNNs™ 8 45 51 3

M7\% /;WQ
e

@

M,
(a) 5 A

2
» 3 g *
M, M ? ?

Qe@% %%iﬁ4”i§ﬁs Mq M; A

(b) Z B s L A

Graph neural networks, Heterogeneous graphs, Graph representation learning, Heterogeneous graph embedding,

R A S B0 A5 B AT R T8 1] 2 20 53 o R 42 42 2
HIRE T o AT o 3 90 46 60 2 1) A5 8 AT T 40 7E 5 5 IRl I R AT
15 BAERE Bl A, 0T e A2 . B4, Simple- HGN™
At~ 7E B 1 M 4% (Graph Attention Network, GAT)P?H i
A L 8 S PR SORT 0 R AE R R A A B
W 2 v, 7 2 18 10 2% AU ) B fige e T TR A SR O )L O 4
CoNR™HEH T — Bl 2% 2 75 SR 2C R W YME FoR Ik, B 11
et U Al R AR . AR R BREB T 3L T 7T B AR AR A (1
PEREIF IR B T s i M BE L R R M BF RO R LA
JFE T M6 1% 1) B AR B LA A I AR 1 2 2 AR R R RE A
XM LSBT B N 2 R AR R OR 2 Ak, S 4 1Y
TR Y B et BR ) R IR ARy . B2 A G HF T 1 g
K AR M £ W B KR % 2 (Multi-view Representation
Learning, MvRL) ™™ 47 5 J5i Bl 8 A, 5 %5 9 2% 455 20 9 Oy
B B ST — A TR E LR B 3R AR R AR A S B R
AT A . MvRL A% .0 B S 5 B A 1 AR Y
HoEBEAEREA R RFEWRE., Ha. 8 1S ET 2
AR L B R A R R — SR AT 7 Ak
ST T B S 14 SR R 45 A L T T i T AR

Ce) W 2% s =X,

1 IMDB ™% 7 i
Fig. 1 Example of IMDB network

P A SCH T MS-HGANN, ‘& 1 BR 1 e 565, — B 4%
SEARLEL A TR A R SRR 3 A 4l i, T . MS-
HGANN 5% A8 5] 9 37 450F0 3¢ 5 28 A7 A T A Bt S ol
KEFTEMAERBESE -8 -4 E Wb, K5, E
o2 B 5 T IR A A R E LT B R [ IR A
A E AR B T A AR E R SRR,
B L 1) B 3R Rl ) R o G R A T 4 R R S DG R T AR
ERSIRZES AR S ARRFE LR TR R TR, XA B
F UL B T 7 20 5 R ] G R RN 5 R A,
EZMEZTMA G R . R, 38 SRR R A 5P
B 7 D LA 2 A0 R A o 2 3] B W R AE . X2 I
38 AU FR BGHEAT T S [R] e A L Y B L R
Ik A 556 R i

AR ETETTHRAFE LT 3 M.

DB T —FP i MS-HGANN B, 40 38 42510 g 5, —
W5 2 L T B TR A R SO 3 AN AR IRl e T TR X

MR .

25T W R LA A B IEDF RO T 3 A R i g A
s AL T S BT B JR) AR A A L T A AL 1R S

DTETH SCBABE Y b 42 T 5 R G 2R g R 7 A
BP0 T 2R A kX AT AR
ORI 28 b A S T P o Y 3 O SORN A AR S5 A

1 HEXTIIE

1.1 BE#WEME

& #ft 25 ) 4% ( Graph Neural Network, GNN) &% [k 2%
> BB 25 4 O B TR . PR I 4 B AR AR
AT AR A K T DL AR R AR R TR, T —
L TR o 2 0 4% T 43 oA T 24 R 0 11 Dy 9 RN 3k ) ) O
o T A A P A 20 4% 0 T B REARU R R EAE B A T
AR 1% 38 % (&1 3 A7 48 BS540 A R Ak B TR | Y
{55, 2T 1% Ay 18 b2 W 2% 40 45 ChebNet™, GCNMY Al



FLL L A BT 2 LR F 7R 24 o 1Y I8 SURA 5 o 6 2 00 M 4%

169

CayleyNets"*!, Ha o #1534 P B2 3% 7 0 79 4 15 4 fi ok S AT 35
FRERAED U RTT, L R B R iy 0% AR A B ST 5
FRE B, DR RR AE 1] A 31 53 A 8 v, AIOR AR Bz R RE D
%o HUE 2 H T A W 7 B Ok i ek — ), 3
T3 W PR A 2 T 46 17 32 B SRR BB A s sl i IRl 5 4
KA A RN T 5 Bk a5 7. 1 58, Graph-
SAGEM $2 H 7 56 45 5 [ b 28 I 4% 11 — S AE 42, 1)/l
B RBORS 2T 55 0 AR UE B T A R0 A BT AR A
U5 TR T B AT SR T 20 3 2 S Rl 4 I 46 0 8 4
Horb, Tl 2 W4 AR R 278 2 3 h U R AT, TRl i
T ST HL A 2 3T AR T AR T R A SRR TR Y
KRBT 55 AR W 2. CONNE & 55 — AR 4 i 47 10
PRl 2 P 245, B 3 o 0 Y R S B0 I T 2 (R O R
B LSBT SR B AT AR A A2 3T, s B 22 ) 4% TR
AL B R RE A T2 AR PR T S UG, SR, b IR AR A 32
S b () 5T P B T E Y A 2 S T IR P S T R
SCL R TE TR BN T R R AL,
1.2 BREEWHEME

55T VB 25 ) 25 S AU Ry T 2 3 S I R v 22 AR AR Y T R
FEAE A EE SUE BT & 0. RS 0T 8 R 2 2 1 07 AR 4
TG B A A AR 0 R B0 43 R T 2 B F DT AR B 5 IR R
BT M4 ki

TCEAR SR 2 B OC R AW SR E B R T AR R A P
B ERERXREZ, HlN, Metapath2vec ¥ & T LKA 00
B ML 3% A Sk A S5 JoT 4 3L O 1 skip-gram BB 34T 1Y 4
FR%¥2] . HIN2ved ™ 25 2 AWM I AT 55, UL 4B 5
B M AE P EEE L. — 05 AR5 7 7T i
ol T w2z I 5 4T 3 5 0 B A R . HANTOUR FH Y A5
FNE LR TIHLHI R 45 670 RURRE . (B2, B OGS i
2 B St 19 A, 2T R ) . MAGNNEY 5 AT 4 Fh ot
AR G T A B A XA AR AR B AT R A L I AN A Sk
BRI A E R . MV-ACMUS Hl HeCol* 43 5 ] 1 T 3% T
TG B A 1A A8 A7 B R A R S U TR v R AR ST, R
HARE W BT U AR ke Lot RN Z 8% R
HIHR A BR ) 2% 73S R F 2 3 5t R ER R — A BRAR. R
fift PaxX — [ B, GTNY g i T A shis B ol 2. © R
B 5G 3 2o 4 5t R OoT AR . AR T, B 440 M0 R e 3 9 Ok 412 1R
TCIEAR T B 2% A T a5 L B T R S DT PR A T
AR RN AR S 5 1)

i <R 0 S It e I = s Il I S SR i
E L T AS 4 JC 8% 4% . 1 40, R-GCNsPOl 6 s 45 1 48
UE T AR OE R o R R 4L, I X A R OE ROR AR
B A 4 K BT A AR ST T B A B 5 — B i AS ), Het-
GNNE)f FY i3 5 mé B ML AT 8 , (3 1T K/ 1 45 0 L 9
HREAE 6 20K R RE A S8 JE 43 4l . 32 SCAR Ay M B i 28 A K
P fE & s HGTU g T T — Fp 5 5 5 AL vl 4R 48 5 &
BT R 2R g sh it B R 1 4y 8K, Simple-HGN™
A 0 2 RS A AIE BB IR SR O B A G FE L L R — i B

T 1 T T 0 5% A TR BT g KR 5

SR B3 AR 2 R, B 3K O AR Y TR ARG
R BRI T B T B AR T A IR i 2 R B iE 4
T AR JE R T M £ )2 A R T R 2 AR AL AT R A AT
R AR BRI () A 280k . S e AR SCHR I T MS-HGANN #8588, B
AR R BB E LT B L A B e T
JR PR EE A L 3 B T AU A S T R R S TR S

2 BEEXEX
AT A0 41— B0 15 SR PR e TR B L AR SO
wE AR 1 A,
*1 HEBENS I

Table 1 Important symbols and their meanings

5 i
\4 FRE A AR

A SR kAR
£ R
R
g
r

FREF A/ R RREE
#RE g=(V.E,A.RR)
— Mk A reR
A EE B KA
TR iATRAr 4R
FieH R E
mRELERARE
., TR oEXRFR r FHEN
ER L T
I i3

! v 2 9

EXVRFEEDY) REE¢=(V.E, A, R) ANFEZLE
BRI M, Hrp vV BWAE FRBE 6. V—>A £
WIS REL, : E> R BTSN G oR 2, AR 5
BIRR T A EMBERE, [ Al +IRI>2, B 1%
HT 5 G — AT, AR R DL B R LR R TR T
BRXR,

EX 20X FHEE g=(V,E, A, R, M
2w SO AL 5 5 R v BT A Y R Y e 1
FEl . WE 1) BroR . IMDB H g R 45 85 X AL 65 3 Fh 28 7
TR 2 MR,

EX 3CRFEBA™  FHREMRALNH ST
1E 5 5 PR 4 2 o) Hh i A . R L R AR
— DR VRGBT REEE J ERJLERE
L <V

EX (e mE | RED HEXR r MEFRT A
v, B R A A R BRI ey B IER - EEN AR
FEHR e E A RE ., B 1MW S ST A6 F A
T HE R I A b A — RO R B R 4R R

P
3
[i]

pusy

3  MS-HGANN &8

ARTEWG A R R 5T E R AT B MS-HGANN, 40
B 2 FfE 3 i, MS-HGANN 8 3 NFEZAETE, 1ok,
] 2Ca) T 7R , AR R S [R] 3 S 2 18] 9 43 A 715 4R G R R AE
W B — A 55— (g 4 B b, LUk, AR 2 (b TR A AN



170

Computer Science THEHLEIZ  Vol. 52.No. 6,June 2025

BEASTE LR A — R SR F AR 52 56 F G i i Dy B AR Y
S AR IR A A . SRR R S R A I
TAE B R E A AR B A . &E A 200 FiR .

‘
:
@ n=-
\ Ad-My @

! -~
u e o)
\Q o ! 4 v O

)

& o

’

@ / % ®o

ERi S

2@

Ca) FEAIE BT

& 2
Fig. 2

() W 4 AL Pl A 3k A

T SRR B R B T R 5% AR R S LR, TR
X BB A Fill 5 B R 28 B T R TR TP DT AT 20 3R A T
FARA

| S

BEXR
FRERN

BEAR
FREEn ||
TS

o o

(o) 1 LA

MS-HGANN HE 44
Framework of MS-HGANN

3 RpE R R G S 4% 1945 B Rl A o 7
Information aggregation progress by relation-specific encoder
AW RER,, RE CHREXRRYRERIIRES MW R
RIAR A B .

Fig. 3

3.1 HFERR ST

S AL S AN SR RN AR W S AOE R L 7R
FRAE 1 & % A MS-HGANN Z 87, B3 7 — > 4Rk A8 e i
W AR T A R 1 28 B LB 52 B A W] A R AE s el b, X
FAT R 1€ AL B R T SR g (D€ AL

xi=ocWy, * x;) 1
Hoh,x, € R J& 77 800 R AR R AIE 1 o L 38 2o J R 3 46 BV H.
BWLE Y X € RYGW,,, € R0 BRI 0« ) 2
ReL U TG BRI, 38 2 45 2 25 200 Y 42 5 4 1 L 19 SRR AIE B
38 S F D 00 206 B L O LT LB B A A BB 0 R — A
3.2 ZHHEHEMEERERE

S S TEA BT E R AT H R A £ &8 i L,
P 1) T LEE B, FL BN A M, B R 4 M AR G B HL
R, R E AL A 3R R R A A e 1B TE X R [R] i S
P4 Jrd 788 285 ¥ T AT AR L I 7 iR o S B M) A8 19 () IS A 280 e
HAEE . T 588 R Y 45 R T T S I IR AR SR R R
A2 3] 1 B AR SCE U TR R LA B FR R R R 1R 4
AT, XA T SRR 2 EE L, i,
AR SCT VR AN T e AR R AR B AR B T T AT 1Y SRy A
GEM, HERER - BRI A IR E K A IR Ko R
Jla iy 2 ket R R Z A R AR . WE 1)
R HURZ T 08 MR i IRV TR DG R F B, 45T ok,
H AR T 00 R 09 S B 2 A LI 1 2 Bk AR R 06 R R o

3.2.1 HEXZRWMBHLE

B3 PRANSE Hh T B RRE L A TR IR RS A T R i
PR S TR S S T A I R T R = AR R w
FRFR r 2% B 8RR W,

D =WiLR D (2)
R =WiLR( Y (3
BV =W R R
Horpr , WL WL WP JRTE 1 )2 P RS 28 6 2R B G 40 0 5 45

KAEBWRSY BV RS JEF 45 R 7 5 . 9] 4R B
BB =2 R =, . BRI R KM A g5
I 20 M X R R R 1, Sad LR ERER TR
AT RN G FR AR BN [ 1) OC 2R 4 R B X R 1 s e P, e T
AR AR T RE R AL A

R T A RN B R R B R 2 S SRR
FF ST FMCR T RE TRRMmISAE. B 2(b)
BT R WE B RE ARG BRI 2 R ERR
T I BRA R RN r=¢(e) R RGN AA T 2
HHABEAG B ZE M E L, TR (R SRR AR
M A% ok I i .

B =0(e(FURS " yu, ENLY B +RED) (5)
Hp hO BB ZEARR r B9 5 2 g &, i s
2 BMIERARRSY RH KRN r BIEBE AT A w BY )RR



FRRLL, G5 BT 2 R 2R 2 ) 0918 SUBAL S I T = N 4% 171

RV R 0C ) & ReLU 75 K% 0 & dropout 25 _ exp(a((WS VRS D (| WY DRG] - a®")

PO R A AT B W B T R S expCo W LnT T TWLLRE T+ al

2EN

iﬂl*ﬂ%ﬁ‘@u#ﬁmlﬁﬁ]ﬁﬂ?: (13)

f‘({hZHWENQ’hf’”):thfth’mG‘W}’ o= Zanl e b
S G o Forb s B FLBR AL REA T AL < 10 T SRR i
Z\N .,

FSURE Y v, ENLY L R ) =W, - MEAN({hzf*“ s, €
NZyL B (7

YA oA SR 4B 35 1) 1 2 1 00 2O B {A, T 2R 1 o
B S VS R AR e Sk R (L PR R, M R BIORT £ M R
A AR B RA 55 B o & i X Es i E R
rIRe AR .

BT REXF X — Pk A SCBI AT TransE™ 5 A, {01
PB4 AR B9 SR =Z A Al A SR A, N 2 5 HAR
ST CHLE 2Ch) iy K (61X 8D =2 18] il il 4 3 AR G A 3
/R TransE J& J fift P ¢ 2 B0H0s o) B 4 A 3k, R =0T
W (soryt) B0 BRI S R WB2F Sl s+ RATRESE T 2,
o R ORI EE E T 35 R AD R AT B SRR

OCh, b)) —h. +h, 8
FURS D o, ENCY RO Y= ) Ciwmhf/*“ )
wen Ce
=3 AW
sen Ce
1
— 2 W <h<l l)+h(l)
Lo TN )
9
o b, Ak, 43 ) 2 S AR AR ) S8 R i P e ) e

SREEGW, RAREXRRNSBUER C. 2H— 1L, 1E
MS-HGANN BRI C.= | NZ |, 4. BiE R WG, &
U S B IR, R 45 BEW, 56 R » MO, Xk, 4l
P X AR B T AL e o TS X o R T 3 Oy
Wy, r€ERT
W, = (10)
W;, rER
HAP R R FRMAMRBI KR,
rectyact} s 4 RT = {direct—by act—by},

SE Yt Bt 7 1Y e A B F ik L

Fan, R R = {di-
XAV KR

ol 2 ml] Wo i HhO) FRS) L rER
RO —
oo 2 ml] WG RO SR rER
(an
3.2.2 HEEXARNTEEEZD
I‘/%Tﬁii%%?%%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁM%ﬁﬁ%)ﬁ i By 2 BRAR G

2o, IEJE/‘“BWEEEEE B EATAN B AR AL B CRE
. ZEEE N RLGIE KA SCR A E TRAMN T SER
T R Rl ph AR [R] OC 2R B A AT B, R P R D AL R Rl
AR )RR AT BT

s =Wy b (I Wy k0T - a2 az

i CXp(S‘,-p,(;)'“))
Qo) = TN 7w Dy
' 20 exp(sy )
2€ N

KADKHIATARHE 50+ ) JE LeakyReLU ¥ 75 R %L, 31
BILFTA A 2 €N WA — A FEa ), J5 i =2 (140 %=
HEATTRE, LLARAS B IR A FR B B AR S Rm

3.3 EXEM

W S B A R T 2 AR R g B

B LI B R R R HORR A 2K S T LR X Y
S PR B T — B 7 1R Rl A 2 A LT R B
PARE AW AR SR A . BUA Y 7 Bl X B A 2R B
RN Y R E ) AH X RN U R AW T L
P S, BT MR T A B AL, B AR AL B
RV P O  NN CI N g  E  St R a
T,
3.3.1 HERmEESN

e ke E AL A e g B bR T R g D ) R OR
Jai o {9 SRR T g X S T L T v A Y R BEAT AR
B TP o RS T BN R = WA = e I N i IR E SN s 3N 1)
W R BRI A 1A R P A
HAMER LR SCFER L/ (—1 B 5 e R A
T B RGBT T SRR R O SR R ) .
ol — e:j(p(a([Norm(W;ﬁ)l 0y || Norm(h2, )] + al” )

releexp(U([Norm(W;ﬁ,)f:hf”) | Norm(h,,)] « al” )

as
Horfr, a2 R 2 1 S 00T SR T ) el
AR RN I E R 4o+ )/ LeakReLU vgﬂﬁriléﬂu
Norm( « ) Fx L2 H—1k,
3.3.2 XEZRIEEN
KRFRBANE ) B AL S HAR Y S AN R 56 & 1] 42t A AL
., N TFEHE B NENLR rERFE AT W&

w” € R ARJE TR OC RN R I ACE R AT

o expla(w® « B )

Do : (16)
DTS expla(w” « BPT)
JER;
Hi, o, ZRARXRZBEHMNER ZHEW A o KR

o( + ) A LeakyReLU 1% pR %4,

3.3.3 2B BAE

PAFT LRPAE R IE )G A BT T 20 A
Xt AT A . A X T X R A i R L
R0 ) = 1

alpy =2y, =2 all,, ., an

ZJE AR SR OC R I AT ARG I 2 Sk i
B b2 S B A f m aE PR K, %2 Simple- HGN 1Y A
7;22!&3(75/%%[/\TFH?/¢154# AR EZEEIF R T L2
TE IR 3A Bl T /N 6 BE 5



172 Computer Science MBI Vol. 52, No. 6,June 2025
A \ 20. i b T TR R I B RO 25
O =S alt, - b, (18 PR A LR IR Sk
rER; hl<N A a-=n
A ;< Norm(oCh;+h; ))s
h{” =Norm(s(h{" +h{""") 19 91 end
SOt B R ST W A A | R R 5 g

o) J& GELU MR%L; Norm( » ) RoR L2 H— bR,
3.4

TEARAG I F J — 2 B 1 5, ) DL 2 2 3109 5 ik
Ah; =h" 5 T4 F T UHAT 55 IR 4 M 2k i 8. MS-
HGANN ®] DL i 2 We B A T W B 2 >0 5K W i 47 o 31 i
VIIE S

X T MR ) A U AR S R Bk 1R T
MS-HGANN & %F i A 55 19 I i 72 . X TSR A 4k,
e 22 SO 5 2% ek 8 HE AL Ry

L=— 2y, *log ;, 20)

1€ Vi
FO Vi SERRIE T A0 Ay, SR TSRy, R
BB
TEARAE T 5 48 26 B9 A 55 s g8 % B0 b, MS-

HGANNN F 35 45 B8R FH o038 U 2% . 1% 516 % 1
RAE WG FH BT s A TR TE R A .

L=— 2 logo(h!h,)— > logo(h h,) 2D
(v,w €0 W EQT

Hodr,o( + ) IR sigmoid BREL;Q F1.Q 23 52 1E 775 56
£4.
Bk 1 MS-HGANN 2k Bl 455 72
A FEE =V E, V. R)JZELAE RN BRI ¢,
EEII%k K
s A AR SRR
L. for ¥ M A€ 4 do
2. AR X < ReLU(W,q) * X3
Xy < ReLU(Wyco) * Xp00)) 5
3. end
4. for 1=1,+,L do
5. fori€V do

6 for k=1,+,K do
7 for r€R; do
8. for zEN; do
9. FE SRR R < Wi VR D hg D Wi
hy,' s
10. FE X R M .
h, <o(h" V+ReLUGC(h" ¥ vj € NI} by ,)))
11. P E RS o, s
12. end
13, R SR AE RS vl
14. PR R AR ol s
15. ZMER A o, <A, =0 cal s
16. end
17. Rl 56 R M BRTEOIRAS
E:&rgv(o&m) . hl(m)h
18. end
1. E%mEEs b | b

23, fHS EAR 15 2. yie[(hD , Vi€ Vs

24 FH UK L D i - log¥is
\%

i€ Vighel

)
w

5. return z<h}, Vi€ V.

4 RIE

4.1 HIEE

AR SR 3 AN AN [ A B0 S L S5 o PR 0 4 SR TP A MS-
HGANN 968 . 3 S0 35 10 AR G 4R an e 2 Jir gl ,

D ACM®, A ACM BU4E & h 2T 4025 5§ 38 3¢,
7167 DLAEE A 60 A d2 AR S 206 i B 45 . R AR U
S SCVE SR H AR Y A58 SO S 3 NI AT B I
IR TR LD VSRR

2)DBLP™Y, A\ DBLP %45 % $2 BT 14528 55 i 3¢,
4057 FifEH 7723 ANARIEFR 20 445 5 4E H 92 0 19 SR 45 .
FESCE b R AR B VR S AR AL RSB B O 4 A BSR4
BB R BRI S B R R AL ST,

3)IMDB™, M IMDB ¥ 4ig £ 42 B T 5257 {7 ¥ 5 .
208157 T AT 4 278 FF B AE N LI I B AR . FE SIS
LS R BT A, Ao 3 25 B R X R

2 BHENGIEL

Table 2 Dataset statistics

Dataset nodes Edge
Pe P)=4025
. aper(P) ° P-S=4025
ACM Author(A)=7167
P-A=13407

Subject(S) =60

Paper(P)=14528

A-P=19645
Author(A)=4057

DBLP . . P-T=85810
Term(T)=7723

P-C=14328
Conference(C) =20
Actor(A) =5257
hetor(A) =525 M-D=1278
IMDB Director(D)=2081
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Table 3 Experimental results of node classification

Dataset Metrics Train Metapath2vec GCN GAT HAN HGT MAGNN GTN Simple-HGN ~ MS-HGANN
20% 83.69 90. 97 90. 89 90. 38 90. 98 90. 41 91.01 92.27 94.12
N 40% 84.28 91.56 91.65 90. 92 92.90 91.03 91.95 92. 66 95.63
Macro-F1 _
60% 85. 22 91.45 91.96 91.08 93.71 91.12 92.01 93. 32 95.52
80% 87.21 92.05 92.13 91. 26 94. 29 92.32 92.12 93. 72 96. 61
ACM 91.92
20% 82.96 90. 89 90. 89 90. 45 91.11 91. 42 90. 87 AL 94.07
Micro F1 40% 84.02 91.29 91.78 90. 67 93.05 92.76 91.12 92.89 95.34
rere 60% 85. 21 91.97 91.67 91.09 93.77 92. 26 92.20 93.37 95.53
80% 87.02 92.03 92.08 91. 36 94. 23 92.43 92.91 93. 49 96.52
20% 88. 46 88.70 90. 31 92.12 91.86 93.03 93.23 93.58 94.67
10% 89. 94 89.67 91.88 92.67 92.79 93. 24 93.78 93.96 94.78
Macro-F1 _
60% 90. 51 91.02 91.23 92. 86 93.08 93.53 93. 89 93. 89 95.23
80% 90. 87 91.17 92. 86 92. 80 94. 68 93. 82 94.07 0425 96. 24
DBLP S
20% 89.03 89. 89 90. 78 92.60 92. 55 93.51 93.97 94.23 95.13
o 0% 90. 37 90.13 91.23 93.17 93.38 93.71 94. 23 93.81 95,21
Micro-F1 .
60% 90. 91 90. 78 91.73 93. 29 93.61 94,01 94. 89 94. 67 95.34
80% 91. 27 91.39 92. 29 93.47 95.12 94.17 94.98 94. 59 96. 28
20% 46.05 60.31 60.98 58.28 55.33 59.48 60.45 60.65 62.34
Macro F1 10% 47.59 61.04 61.25 57.69 58.81 59.79 61.36 61.89 65.73
acro-
60% 48.21 61.34 61.98 62.76 60. 60 60. 02 62.74 66. 74 66.78
80% 19.99 61.62 62. 27 63.78 61.76 61. 20 62. 20 67.51 66.76
IMDB :
20% 47.22 60.18 62.28 60.33 61.39 59. 27 61.78 64.87 62.32
) 0% 18.17 61.26 62.63 60. 54 62.98 59. 92 63.89 65. 86 65.91
Micro-F1
60% 19,87 61.56 63.06 62. 89 62. 64 62. 14 64.23 69.19 67.01
80% 50. 49 61.67 63. 21 64.12 63.61 64. 87 65.12 70.21 66. 74
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Table 4 Experimental results of node clustering

Dataset Metrics Metapath2vec GCN GAT HAN HGT MAGNN GTN Simple- HGN ~ MS-HGANN
ACM ARI 63.28 20. 82 64.48 73.63 79.26 74. 34 78.14 81.38 82.78
NMI 64.78 34.07 65.49 68.92 74.11 71.89 75.69 76.93 78.76
DBLP ARI 74.18 76.67 80. 95 83.13 83.91 83. 81 86.42 87.76 89.67
) NMI 78.11 67.91 75.09 77.27 78.26 85.54 82.54 82.60 84.98
IMDB ARI 20. 22 17.23 21.78 21.53 21.51 21.58 26.92 26.59 29.97
NMI 20. 89 17. 86 21.28 20. 32 18.53 20.74 19. 66 23.54 26.32
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Fig. 4 Ablation experimental results
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Sensitivity analysis of parameter A
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Fig. 7 Layer sensitivity analysis of graph neural network
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