arXiv:2401.03988v2 [cs.LG] 9 Jan 2024

A Primer on Temporal Graph Learning

ANIQ UR RAHMAN and JUSTIN P. COON, Department of Engineering Science, University of Oxford, UK

This document aims to familiarize readers with temporal graph learning (TGL) through a concept-first approach. We have systematically presented vital concepts essential for understanding the workings of a TGL framework. In addition to qualitative explanations, we have incorporated mathematical formulations where applicable, enhancing the clarity of the text. Since TGL involves temporal and spatial learning, we introduce relevant learning architectures ranging from recurrent and convolutional neural networks to transformers and graph neural networks. We also discuss classical time series forecasting methods to inspire interpretable learning solutions for TGL.

1 INTRODUCTION Graphs are expressive data structures capable of modelling intricate relationships among different entities across various domains. For example, the interaction of different users on a social media platform can be represented as graphs. Similarly, citation networks capture the scholarly interdependence of academic papers through citations, offering insights into the knowledge landscape. Biological networks, encompassing interactions among bio-molecules, genes, and proteins, leverage graphs to unravel the complexities of biological systems. Building upon the accomplishments of neural networks in processing Euclidean data, graph neural networks (GNNs) are specifically crafted to operate seamlessly with graph-structured data. The foundations of GNNs can be traced to graph signal processing (GSP), which was developed to impart meaning to signal processing operations on graphical data.

Temporal graphs serve as a valuable tool for modelling dynamic systems that undergo evolution over time. Conceptually, temporal graphs can be likened to time series data, where individual data points correspond to distinct graphs. The objective of temporal graph learning is to adeptly capture both the spatial dependencies within a given graph and the temporal relationships that exist with other graphs in past and future instances. GNNs effectively handle static graphs, yet they face challenges in adapting to the dynamic nature of temporal graphs. As a result, researchers have developed temporal GNNs that combine spatial learning (GNNs) and temporal learning.

The purpose of this document is to introduce temporal graph learning to the readers with a concept-first approach. We have introduced most of the concepts required to understand the workings of a temporal graph learning framework. Along with a qualitative description, we have provided mathematical formulations wherever possible to further aid the understanding of the readers.

We start off by reviewing the literature associated with temporal graph learning (TGL) in Sec. 2. The survey on temporal GNNs [Longa et al. 2023] was helpful in formalising the definitions of the learning tasks. In the next section, we introduced key concepts from graph signal processing based on the text in [Ortega et al. 2018; Sandryhaila and Moura 2013; Shuman et al. 2013]. Then we delve into the explanation of neural networks relevant to TGL, such as recurrent neural network, convolutional neural networks, self-attention networks, variational autoencoders, and GNNs. In Sec. 6, we briefly explain some classical techniques for time series forecasting to draw inspiration for developing interpretable learning solutions for TGL. Finally, in Sec. 7, we discuss the current limitations and potential applications of TGL highlighting the research directions of interest.

Authors’ address: Aniq Ur Rahman, aniq.rahman@eng.ox.ac.uk; Justin P. Coon, justin.coon@eng.ox.ac.uk, Department of Engineering Science, University of Oxford, Parks Road, Oxford, UK, OX1 3PJ. 1

Notations. We use lower case letters to depict scalars 𝑥, lower case bold letters for vectors 𝒙, upper case bold letters for matrices 𝑿, and cursive upper case letters to represent sets X. The transpose of 𝑿 is 𝑿^⊤, and 𝑿^H denoted the Hermitian of a complex matrix 𝑿. The set of natural integers {1, 2, · · · , 𝑛} is written as [𝑛]. The Hadamard product is denoted by ⊙ and the Hadamard division by ⊘. We label the vectors or matrices by the subscript, and use superscript to index them, for example, the 𝑖^{th} element of vector 𝒙 is denoted as 𝒙^𝑖 . For a matrix or tensor 𝑿, the element at the 𝑖^{th} row and 𝑗^{th} column is accessed by 𝑿^{𝑖,𝑗} . Moreover, a matrix 𝑿 raised to the power 𝑘 ∈ N is denoted as 𝑿^{(𝑘 )} The cardinality of a set X is denoted by |X|.

2 TEMPORAL GRAPHS 2.1 Definitions

Definition 2.1 (Graph). Graph is a structure representing a set of inter-related nodes where the relation between the nodes is depicted through the set of edges E ⊆ V × V. For nodes 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ V the edge connecting them is denoted by the tuple (𝑣, 𝑢) or (𝑢, 𝑣). The node features each of dimension 𝑑 ∈ N are represented by a matrix 𝑿 ∈ R^{| V |×𝑑} and the edge features are represented by a matrix 𝑾 ∈ R^{| E|×𝑐} , where 𝑐 ∈ N is the dimension of each edge feature. Therefore, the entire graph can be described by the quadruple (V, E, 𝑿, 𝑾).

Definition 2.2 (Adjacency matrix). The adjacency matrix 𝑨 of a graph (V, E) with V = [𝑛] is defined as

𝑨^{𝑢,𝑣} ≜ I{(𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ E}, ∀𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ V. (1)

Definition 2.3 (Weighted Adjacency matrix). The weighted adjacency matrix of a graph (V, E, 𝑾) is defined as

𝑨^{𝑢,𝑣} ≜ 𝑾^{⟨𝑢,𝑣⟩} · I{(𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ E}, ∀𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ V, 𝑾 ∈ R^{| E|×𝑐} , (2)

where ⟨𝑢, 𝑣⟩ : [|V|] × [|V |] → [|E|].

Definition 2.4 (𝑘-hop neighbours). We define the 𝑘-hop neighbours of node 𝑣 ∈ V = [𝑛] as

U^{[𝑘 ]}_𝑣 ≜ � 𝑢 : � 𝑨^{(𝑘 )}

�_{𝑢,𝑣} > 0, ∀𝑢 ∈ V � . (3)

In a directed graph, edge (𝑢, 𝑣) represents an arrow directed from 𝑢 to 𝑣, whereas in an undirected graph, (𝑣, 𝑢) ≡ (𝑣, 𝑢) and represents a line connecting the nodes 𝑢 and 𝑣. The node and edge feature matrices are optional in graph definition. For clarity, 1-hop neighbours are also represented as simply U_𝑣.

Definition 2.5 (Temporal graph). A temporal graph is a graph that evolves over time. The set of nodes V may change, the set of edges E may change, or the node and edge feature matrices may change. For time stamp 𝑡 ∈ T the graph is denoted as G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , 𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 ) and the temporal graph is represented as the chain G = {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T }.

Definition 2.6 (Graph space). The domain of a temporal graph instance is referred to as the graph space, i.e., G ≜ dom(G_𝑡 ).

The elements of T are sorted in ascending order, i.e., T_𝑖 < T_𝑗 for any 𝑗 > 𝑖. If the difference between time stamps is constant throughout T , we can replace T with [𝑇 ], where 𝑇 = |T |. An alternate definition for temporal graphs also exists where at each time stamp of change, only the respective changes are recorded.

2.2 Learning Tasks We can perform supervised and unsupervised learning tasks on temporal graphs. Regression, classification, link prediction, and generation are supervised, whereas clustering and low-dimensional embedding are unsupervised. 2.2.1 Regression. In regression we relate a dependent variable to explanatory variable(s) [Freedman 2009]. In the context of temporal graphs, the dependent variables are the node or edge feature matrix and the explanatory variables are the temporal graphs. Therefore, the regression task is to estimate the node or edge feature matrix at a future time, given the past observations of the temporal graph.

Definition 2.7 (Node regression). Predict the node feature matrix 𝑿_𝑡 ∈ R^{| V𝑡 |×𝑑} for some 𝑡 > 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏) and G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , 𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 ), 𝑾_𝑡 being optional. 𝑓_{NR} : G^𝑇 → R^{𝑛×𝑑}, 𝑛 = |V_𝑡 |,𝑇 = |T^′|. (4) Definition 2.8 (Edge regression). Predict the edge feature matrix 𝑾_𝑡 ∈ R^{| E𝑡 |×𝑐} for some 𝑡 > 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏) and G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝑿_𝑡 ), 𝑿_𝑡 being optional. 𝑓_{ER} : G^𝑇 → R^{𝑚×𝑑}, 𝑚 = |E_𝑡 |,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (5) 2.2.2 Classification. In classification, the goal is to assign a class to a variable from a set of valid classes based on the explanatory variables. In the context of temporal graphs, we have to define three graph descriptors 𝒚_𝑡, 𝒛_𝑡 , 𝒈_𝑡 . The descriptor 𝒚_𝑡 ∈ D^{| V𝑡 |} denotes the class of each node, and 𝒛_𝑡 ∈ C^{| E𝑡 |} denotes the class of each edge. Moreover, a graph at time 𝑡 is assigned a class from the set M, i.e., 𝒈_𝑡 ∈ M.

Definition 2.9 (Node classification). Predict the node class vector 𝒚_𝑡 ∈ D^{| V𝑡 |} for some 𝑡 > 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏), G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and the optional variables are represented by Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒛_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{NC} : G^𝑇 → D^𝑛, 𝑛 = |V_𝑡 |,𝑇 = |T^′|. (6) Definition 2.10 (Edge classification). Predict the edge class vector 𝒛_𝑡 ∈ C^{| E𝑡 |} for some 𝑡 > 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏), G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , 𝒛_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and the optional variables are represented by Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{EC} : G^𝑇 → C^𝑚, 𝑚 = |E_𝑡 |,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (7) Definition 2.11 (Graph Classification). Predict the class of the graph 𝒈_𝑡 ∈ M for some 𝑡 ≥ 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏), G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and optional variables Q_𝑡 = (𝒈_𝑡 , 𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡, 𝒛_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{GC} : G^𝑇 → M. (8) 2.2.3 Link prediction. In link prediction, the goal is to estimate the probability of an edge’s existence at any time stamp 𝑡, based on past observations of the graph.

Definition 2.12 (Link prediction). Estimate 𝑃 ((𝑣, 𝑢) ∈ E_𝑡 ) ∀(𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ V_𝑡 ×V_𝑡 for some 𝑡 > 𝜏, given {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏), where G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡, 𝒛_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{LP} : G^𝑇 → [0, 1]^𝑚, 𝑚 = |V_𝑡 |^2,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (9) 2.2.4 Graph generation. In the context of static graphs, graph generation refers to the task of observing a set of graphs sharing common properties, and then generating a new graph possessing similar properties. The properties and similarity metric are defined based on the task at hand. For temporal graphs, we can generate future graphs based on past observations. Alternatively, graph generation for temporal graphs can also be defined as the task of reproducing a similar but unidentical sequence of graphs based on the observations.

Definition 2.13 (Graph generation, Predictive). Generate a futuristic sequence of graphs {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^∗} where T^∗ ⊂ R ∩ [𝜏, ∞), given the past sequence {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′}, where T^′ ⊆ T ∩ (∞, 𝜏). 𝑓_{GG−P} : G^𝑇 → G^{𝑇 ∗} , 𝑇 = |T^′ |,𝑇^∗ = |T^∗|. (10) Definition 2.14 (Graph generation, Similar). Given a sequence of graphs G = {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , generate a sequence Ĝ = {Ĝ_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} such that 𝛿 (G, Ĝ) is minimised for G ≠ Ĝ, where 𝛿 (·, ·) is a distance metric. 𝑓_{GG−S} : G^𝑇 → G^𝑇 , 𝑇 = |T^′|. (11) 2.2.5 Clustering. Clustering can be viewed as the unsupervised counterpart of classification tasks, therefore we have to define clustering at three levels: node, edge, and graph.

Definition 2.15 (Node Clustering). Given a set of graphs {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , partition the nodes in each graph G_𝑡 into 𝑘 clusters, where G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and the optional variables are represented by Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒛_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{NCX} : G^𝑇 → [𝑘]^{𝑛×𝑇} , 𝑛,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (12) Definition 2.16 (Edge Clustering). Given a set of graphs {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , partition the edges in each graph G_𝑡 into 𝑘 clusters, where G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and the optional variables are represented by Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{ECX} : G^𝑇 → [𝑘]^{𝑚×𝑇} , 𝑚,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (13) Definition 2.17 (Graph Clustering). Partition a set of graphs {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , into 𝑘 clusters, where G_𝑡 = (𝑡, V_𝑡 , E_𝑡 , Q_𝑡 ), and the optional variables are represented by Q_𝑡 = (𝑿_𝑡 , 𝑾_𝑡 , 𝒚_𝑡, 𝒛_𝑡 ). 𝑓_{GCX} : G^𝑇 → [𝑘]^𝑇 , 𝑇 = |T^′ |. (14) 2.2.6 Low-dimensional embedding. Low-dimensional embedding (LDE) refers to the compression of a graph by representing it in a lower dimension. The compression may be lossy or lossless based on the design of the encoder.

Definition 2.18 (Low-dimensional graph embedding). Given a set of graphs {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , the goal is to encode each graph G_𝑡 in R^𝐿 space.

𝑓_{LDE−G} : G → R^𝐿, 𝐿 ≤ |V_𝑡 |(𝑑 + 1) + |E_𝑡 |(𝑐 + 2). (15) Definition 2.19 (Low-dimensional graph seqence embedding). Given a set of graphs G = {G_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T^′} where T^′ ⊆ T , encode the entire graph sequence G in R^𝐿 space. 𝑓_{LDE−GS} : G^𝑇 → R^𝐿, 𝐿 ≤ � 𝑡 ∈ T^′ � |V_𝑡 |(𝑑 + 1) + |E_𝑡 |(𝑐 + 2) � ,𝑇 = |T^′ |. (16)

Graph compression is lossless only if the embedding function is invertible. 2.3 Output type The learning tasks described above can either be deterministic or probabilistic [Lim and Zohren 2021].

2.3.1 Probabilistic output. Since predictions involve some level of uncertainty, the realistic approach is to return a value along with its likelihood. In the context of learning, we need to estimate the distribution of the future output. A general approach is to approximate the data to a standard probability distribution, such as normal, uniform, or beta, or a Gaussian mixture model whose parameters are learnt based on the observations.

2.3.2 Deterministic output. In the case that the output is deterministic, the goal is to learn the expected future value of the required variable, i.e., we learn the mean estimator of the future variable. While such approaches result in the least mean square error (LMSE) in the training data, they fail to give us an idea of the confidence in the output.

3 GRAPH SIGNAL PROCESSING Typical signal processing tasks such as translation, modulation, filtering, sampling, and convolution could not be readily applied to non-Euclidean data such as graphs. Therefore, graph signal processing (GSP) was developed as a mathematical tool that gave intuitive meaning to signal processing tasks on graphical data [Ortega et al. 2018; Sandryhaila and Moura 2013; Shuman et al. 2013]. For the remainder of this section. We consider graphs as defined in def. 2.1 with V = [𝑛], 𝑿 ∈ C^𝑛, and weighted adjacency matrix 𝑨 ∈ C^{𝑛×𝑛}.

Definition 3.1 (Degree matrix). The degree of a node in a graph is defined as the count of nodes connected to that node. Consequently, the degree matrix is defined as 𝑫 = diag(1^⊤𝑨), where 𝑫_{𝑣,𝑣} represents the sum of the weights of the edges connected to the node 𝑣 ∈ V.

Definition 3.2 (Graph Laplacian matrix). The graph Laplacian matrix is defined as 𝑳 ≜ 𝑫 − 𝑨.

Definition 3.3 (Normalized graph Laplacian matrix). The normalized graph Laplacian matrix is defined as 𝑳̂ ≜ 𝑫^{−1/2}𝑳𝑫^{−1/2}.

In digital signal processing (DSP), the concept of shift or delay is used to represent a signal of 𝑛 samples. Let 𝑧^{−1} be a shift, then the signal 𝒔 = {𝑠_0, 𝑠_1, · · · 𝑠_{𝑛−1}} is represented as the sum 𝑆 (𝑧) =

�_{𝑛−1} 𝑘=0 𝑠_𝑘𝑧^{−𝑘} , also known as 𝑧-transform.

There exists an inverse operation, called the inverse 𝑧-transform through which, we can recover the signal 𝒔, given 𝑆 (𝑧). Extending the concept of shifts and transforms to GSP, we consider a square matrix 𝑺 ∈ C^{𝑛×𝑛} as the shift; 𝑺 = 𝑽 𝚲𝑽^{−1} where 𝑽 is the matrix of 𝑛 eigenvectors of 𝑺, and 𝚲 is a diagonal matrix consisting of the distinct eigenvalues of 𝑺. The shift for a graph can be chosen to be 𝑨, 𝑳 or 𝑳̂, or something else by design [Ortega et al. 2018].

Definition 3.4 (Characteristic Polynomial). The characteristic polynomial of 𝑨 is a polynomial the roots of which are the eigenvalues of 𝑨, i.e., 𝑝_𝑨(𝒛) = det(𝑨 − 𝒛𝑰 ).

Definition 3.5 (Shift-invariant filter). A shift-invariant filter 𝑯 is a polynomial ℎ(·) in the shift 𝑺, i.e. 𝑯 = ℎ(𝑺) such that degree(ℎ(𝑧)) ≤ degree(𝑝_𝑺 (𝑧)) ≤ 𝑛 − 1, where 𝑝_𝑺 (𝑧) is the characteristic polynomial of 𝑺.

Definition 3.6 (Graph Fourier transform). The graph Fourier transform operator 𝑭 is defined as the inverse of the matrix of the eigenvectors of the shift 𝑺, i.e., 𝑭 = 𝑽^{−1}. The graph Fourier transform on a graph signal 𝒙 ∈ C^𝑛 is defined as F (𝒙) ≜ 𝑭 𝒙, and the inverse graph Fourier transform is defined as F^{−1} (𝒚) ≜ 𝑭^{−1}𝒚, where 𝒚 is a signal in the graph frequency domain.

For 𝑺 = 𝑳̂, 𝑽^{−1} = 𝑽^H, therefore, F (𝒙) = 𝑽^H𝒙 and F^{−1} (𝒚) = 𝑽𝒚.

Definition 3.7 (Graph convolution). Given the shift 𝑳̂, a filter 𝒈 ∈ C^𝑛 and graph signal 𝒙 ∈ C^𝑛, we define the graph convolution operation as 𝒙 ★_G 𝒈 ≜ F^{−1} � F (𝒙) ⊙ F (𝒈) � , where ★_G denotes the graph convolution operator. If by design 𝒈_𝜃 = diag(𝑽^H𝒈), the expression of the convolution operation simplifies to 𝒙 ★_G 𝒈_𝜃 = 𝑽𝒈_𝜃 𝑽^H𝒙.

4 RELEVANT NEURAL NETWORKS In this section, we will describe the neural networks relevant to graph learning [Jin et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2021] and temporal learning [Lim and Zohren 2021], and explain how the fusion of the two is used for TGL [Longa et al. 2023].

4.1 Recurrent Neural Networks A recurrent neural network (RNN) is a feed-forward neural network capable of taking variable-length sequences as input [Chung et al. 2014]. It does so, by maintaining a hidden state at each time step which is derived from a function of the previous hidden state and current input. The hidden state encodes the historical information of the sequence [Lim and Zohren 2021].

Definition 4.1 (RNN). Given an input sequence (𝒙_1, 𝒙_2, · · · 𝒙_𝑇 ), the hidden state at time 𝑡, 𝒉_𝑡 is given by the recursive expression 𝒉_𝑡 = 𝑓 (𝒉_{𝑡 −1}, 𝒙_𝑡 ). Then, the conditional distribution is approximated by the function 𝑔(𝒉_𝑡 ) = 𝑝 (𝒙_𝑡 |𝒙_{𝑡 −1}, · · · 𝒙_1). The learnable functions 𝑓 (·, ·) and 𝑔(·) constitute the RNN.

4.1.1 Long-Short Term Memory. Long-Short Term Memory (LSTM) was proposed by [Hochreiter and Schmidhuber 1997] to overcome the difficulty of conventional RNNs in learning long-range data dependencies [Lim and Zohren 2021]. The hidden state 𝒉_𝑡 is updated through a series of gates (forget: 𝒇_𝑡 , input: 𝒊_𝑡 , and output: 𝒐_𝑡 ), designed to modulate the historical content encoded in the cell state 𝒄_𝑡 . The architecture is also capable of tackling gradient vanishing and explosion. Each of the gates 𝒇_𝑡 , 𝒊_𝑡 , 𝒐_𝑡 is of the form [·]_𝑡 = 𝜎 (𝑾_{[·]} [𝒉_{𝑡 −1} 𝒙_𝑡 ] +𝒃_{[·]} ) where 𝜎 (·) is the sigmoid activation function. The candidate cell state uses tanh activation, 𝒄̂_𝑡 = tanh(𝑾_𝑐 [𝒉_{𝑡 −1} 𝒙_𝑡 ] + 𝒃_𝑐 ). The hidden state is updated as

𝒉_𝑡 = 𝒐_𝑡 ⊙ tanh(𝒄_𝑡 ); 𝒄_𝑡 = 𝒇_𝑡 ⊙ 𝒄_{𝑡 −1} + 𝒊_𝑡 ⊙ 𝒄̂_𝑡 . (17)

4.1.2 Gated Recurrent Unit. An alternate gated RNN called Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) was proposed by [Cho et al. 2014] where the recurrent unit can capture the data dependencies across different time scales [Chung et al. 2014]. It consists of two gates, update 𝒖_𝑡 and reset 𝒓_𝑡 , of the form [·]_𝑡 = 𝜎 (𝑾_{[·]} [𝒉_{𝑡 −1} 𝒙_𝑡 ] + 𝒃_{[·]} ). The candidate hidden state uses tanh activation, 𝒉̂_𝑡 = tanh(𝑾_ℎ [𝒓_𝑡 ⊙ 𝒉_{𝑡 −1} 𝒙_𝑡 ] +𝒃_ℎ ). Finally, the hidden state is updated as the linear interpolation between 𝒉_{𝑡 −1} and 𝒉̂_𝑡 based on the update gate 𝒖_𝑡 , i.e., 𝒉_𝑡 = 𝒖_𝑡 ⊙ 𝒉_{𝑡 −1} + (1 − 𝒖_𝑡 ) ⊙ 𝒉̂_𝑡 .

4.2 Convolutional Neural Networks The Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) stands out as a specialised neural network architecture adept at capturing local spatial dependencies within multi-dimensional data [Lim and Zohren 2021]. This attribute makes CNNs prevalent in computer vision as these networks can learn the relationship between nearby pixels.

The CNN architecture can be described as a sequence of the following layers [O’Shea and Nash 2015]: (1) input layer, (2) convolutional layer, (3) rectified linear unit (ReLU), (4) pooling later, (5) fully-connected neural network layers with appropriate activation, (6) output layer.

Definition 4.2 (𝑛-Dimensional Convolution). Consider an 𝑛-dimensional matrix 𝑿 ∈ R^{𝑑1 ×𝑑2 ···×𝑑𝑛} , and an 𝑛cubic kernel 𝚯 ∈ R^{𝑑×···×𝑑} . The convolution 𝒀 = 𝚯 ★ 𝑿 results in 𝒀 ∈ R^{�𝑛𝑖=1 (𝑑𝑖 −𝑑+1)} defined as:

𝒀_{𝑖1,··· ,𝑖𝑛} = 1^⊤ � 𝚯 ⊙ 𝑿_{𝑖1:𝑖1+𝑑,··· ,𝑖𝑛 :𝑖𝑛+𝑑} � 1. (18)

A kernel can be likened to a discernible pattern, and the process of convolution involves scanning the data to identify where this pattern is present. In CNNs, an array of trainable kernels is employed to detect various patterns within the data, based on which the downstream task is performed.

Definition 4.3 (Pooling). In the pooling process, the data matrix 𝑿 is partitioned into regular tiles consisting of multiple units, and within each tile, the data is aggregated using a specific rule into a single unit. The resulting representations are then arranged in the same order as the tiles, producing a downsampled version of 𝑿.

The pooling layer reduces the dimensionality of its input thereby reducing the number of learnable parameters required in the successive layers. The pooling layer can be viewed as a downsampler which operates based on a rule. Some common pooling layers are (1) max-pooling, (2) average-pooling, and (3) ℓ-normalisation.

An 𝑛-cubic kernel of width 𝑑 is capable of summarising the information present in the volume of width 𝑑, thereby performing 𝑑^𝑛 multiplication operations for each index (𝑖_1, · · · , 𝑖_𝑛). To make the convolution operation faster, we can reduce the width of the kernel but that reduces the reception field of the kernel. In dilated convolution, by setting certain kernel parameters to zero at regular intervals along each dimension, we create a dilation pattern resembling an 𝑛dimensional lattice. This structural spacing allows the kernel to maintain a larger receptive field, capturing information from a broader region, while lowering the computational cost by reducing the number of active parameters in the kernel.

Definition 4.4 (Dilated Convolution). Dilated convolution with dilation factor 𝑙 is denoted as 𝒀 = 𝚯 ★_𝑙 𝑿, where 𝚯 is of the form 𝚯 = 𝑴 ⊙ 𝚯^′; 𝚯^′ being an 𝑛-cube of width 𝑑 in the real space, and 𝑴 is the 𝑙-dilation mask with 𝑴_{𝑖1,··· ,𝑖𝑛} = I � 𝑖_𝑘 mod 𝑙 : ∀𝑘 ∈ [𝑛] � = 0_𝑛 � , ∀(𝑖_1, · · · , 𝑖_𝑛) ∈ [𝑑]^𝑛.

In simple words, the 𝑙-dilation mask is one at indices where each dimension’s index is an integer multiple of 𝑙, and zero everywhere else. This creates a lattice of ones and zeros, and out of the 𝑑^𝑛 parameters in the kernel, 𝑑^𝑛 −

�_𝑑 𝑙 �_𝑛

parameters become zero.

4.3 Temporal Convolutional Networks Temporal convolutional network (TCN) is a 1D-CNN where the convolution is performed along the time axis [Jin et al. 2023]. The activation 𝒛 for input 𝒙 can be written as 𝒛 = 𝑎(𝚯_𝑓 ★ 𝒙), where 𝑎(·) is the activation function and 𝚯_𝑓 is the learnable convolution kernel. If the activation function is linear, then a single-layer TCN is reduced to an autoregressive model [Lim and Zohren 2021]. Stacking multiple convolutional layers facilitates context-aggregation which is necessary for temporal learning.

4.3.1 Gated TCN. Integrating gated RNN with TCN results in Gated TCN [Dauphin et al. [n. d.]], which improves temporal learning. In a Gated-TCN we have two different 1D-CNNs fused together. The activation 𝒛 for the input 𝒙 is given as

𝒛 = tanh(𝚯_𝑓 ★ 𝒙) ⊙ 𝜎 (𝚯_𝑔 ★ 𝒙), (19)

where tanh(𝚯_𝑓 ★ 𝒙) represents the filter and 𝜎 (𝚯_𝑔 ★ 𝒙) represents the gate, {𝚯_𝑓 , 𝚯_𝑔 } being learnable kernels.

4.3.2 Causal TCN. A regular TCN can disrupt data causality by linking past data with future data. To prevent this, Causal TCN was proposed in WaveNet [Oord et al. 2016] in which connections between past and future time-steps are explicitly dropped. Moreover, dilated convolution is used which allows the model to capture temporal patterns over a long range. The activation 𝒛 for the input 𝒙 and global conditioning variable 𝒉 is

𝒛 = tanh � 𝚯_𝑓 ★_𝑙 𝒙 + 𝚽_𝑓 ★_𝑙 𝒉 � ⊙ 𝜎 � 𝚯_𝑔 ★_𝑙 𝒙 + 𝚽_𝑔 ★_𝑙 𝒉 � , (20)

where {𝚯_𝑓 , 𝚯_𝑔, 𝚽_𝑓 , 𝚽_𝑔 } are learnable kernels and ★_𝑙 denoted dilated convolution with dilation factor 𝑙.

4.4 Temporal Self-Attention Networks The sequential nature of processing in RNNs prevents parallelization. To alleviate this problem, an encoder-decoder architecture called Transformer [Vaswani et al. 2017] was proposed which uses a so-called attention mechanism to capture the global dependencies between the input and output. An attention function is a mapping from a set of key 𝑲, value 𝑽 , and query 𝑸 to an output 𝑶. In Transformers, the scaled dot-product attention (SDPA) is calculated as

𝑓_{SDPA} (𝑸, 𝑲, 𝑽 ) = softmax � 𝑸𝑲^⊤/ � 𝑑_𝑘 � 𝑽, (21)

where 𝑸𝑲^⊤ computes the similarity of the query with the key, which is then scaled by a factor of 1/ � 𝑑_𝑘 . Transformers also use multi-head attention (MHA) which allows processing information from different sources jointly. The MHA function is defined as

𝑓_{MHA} (𝑸, 𝑲, 𝑽, 𝚯^𝑂 ) = � 𝒉_1 · · · 𝒉_𝑛 � 𝚯^𝑂 , 𝒉_𝑗 = 𝑓_{SDPA} � 𝑸𝚯^𝑄_𝑗 , 𝑲𝚯^𝐾_𝑗 , 𝑽 𝚯^𝑉_𝑗 � , (22)

where 𝚯^{[·]} denotes the parameter matrices. Since the transformer lacks a recurrence or convolution operator [Jin et al. 2023], the positional information of the data in the sequence has to be explicitly embedded through Positional Encoding.

4.5 Variational Autoencoders The Variational Autoencoder (VAE) was proposed in [Kingma and Welling 2013], and serves as a powerful tool for generative modeling. The VAEs cab be implemented using neural networks, and the parameters can be learnt through stochastic gradient descent (SGD) methods.

Definition 4.5 (Generative Model). Given the observation set X ⊂ D, a generative model generates a set X̂ ⊂ D, where the domain D is unknown.

Consider a set of data points X, and a set of latent variables Z. It is assumed that the latent variables can be mapped [Doersch 2021] to the data points through a generative model 𝑓 : Z ×𝚯 → X, where 𝚯 is the parameter space. In other words, there exists a parametric distribution 𝑝_𝜃 (𝒙 | 𝒛) which can describe the likelihood, where 𝒙 ∈ X, 𝒛 ∈ Z, 𝜃 ∈ 𝚯. The true posterior density can be written as:

𝑝_𝜃 (𝒛 | 𝒙) = 𝑝_𝜃 (𝒙 | 𝒛)𝑝_𝜃 (𝒛) 𝑝_𝜃 (𝒙)

. (23)

In reality, the true posterior density is often intractable and therefore a recognition model 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛 | 𝒙) is used as an approximation. In a VAE, the recognition model parameters 𝜙 and the generative model parameters 𝜃 are learnt jointly by maximizing the lower bound on marginal likelihood on the observed data points 𝒙 ∈ X.

L(𝜙, 𝜃, 𝒙) ≜ E_{𝒛∼𝑞𝜙 (𝒛|𝒙 )} [log 𝑝_𝜃 (𝒙 | 𝒛)] + 𝐷_{KL} � 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛 | 𝒙) || 𝑝_𝜃 (𝒛) � , (24) where the first term is the reconstruction loss, and the second term is the KL divergence.

(𝜙^∗, 𝜃^∗) = arg max_{𝜙,𝜃} 1 |X| � 𝒙 ∈ X

L(𝜙, 𝜃, 𝒙). (25)

Instead of sampling 𝒛 from 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛 | 𝒙) directly, the following approximation is used. The latent vector is generated from a deterministic mapping 𝒛 = 𝑔_𝜙 (𝒙, 𝝐) where 𝝐 ∼ 𝑝 (𝝐) is an non-parameterized random variable. This is referred to as the reparameterization trick.

5 GRAPH NEURAL NETWORKS The Graph Neural Network (GNN) was created to facilitate deep learning on graphical data, addressing the limitation of traditional deep learning architectures that are not suitable for non-Euclidean data, such as graphs. Inspired by CNN, in which a pixel is processed in unison with the adjacent pixels through convolutional kernels, the GNNs process nodes together with their neighbouring nodes to capture the spatial dependencies in the graph data. The GNNs can be broadly classified into four types [Wu et al. 2021]: Recurrent GNN, Convolutional GNN, Graph Autoencoder, and Temporal GNN.

For the rest of this section, we employ the graph definition G = (V, E, 𝑿, 𝑾) (see def. 2.1) where the node feature vector for node 𝑣 ∈ V is 𝑿^𝑣 ∈ R^𝑑 and the weight of the edge (𝑣, 𝑢) ∈ E is 𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑢)} .

5.1 Recurrent GNN Recall RNN (def. 4.1), where the hidden state is updated as 𝒉_𝑡 = 𝑓 (𝒉_{𝑡 −1}, 𝒙_𝑡 ). In Recurrent Graph Neural Network (RecGNN), we follow a similar approach, but with a crucial addition. Alongside the node feature and hidden state of a node 𝑣 ∈ V, we incorporate the node feature, hidden states, and edge weights of its neighbours U_𝑣. Therefore, to update the hidden state of node 𝑣, we can write

𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = 𝑓 � 𝒉^𝑣_{𝑡 −1}, 𝑿^𝑣, {𝒉^𝑢_{𝑡 −1}, 𝑿^𝑢, 𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑢)} : ∀𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣 } � . (26)

The early versions of RecGNNs were based on information diffusion, where the nodes exchange information with their neighbours recurrently until an equilibrium is reached [Wu et al. 2021]. The update function in [Scarselli et al. 2009] is defined as:

𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣 𝑓 � 𝑿^𝑣, 𝑿^𝑢, 𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑢)}, 𝒉^𝑢_{𝑡 −1} � . (27)

The Graph Echo State Network (Graph ESN) extends the architecture of echo state network (ESN), making it compatible with graphs [Gallicchio and Micheli 2010; Micheli and Tortorella 2022]. The node representation vector (hidden state) is updated through the following rule:

𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = 𝑓_{ESN} � � 𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑣)} 𝑿^𝑣 + � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣

𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑢)} 𝒉^𝑢_{𝑡 −1}� � . (28)

In a Gated GNN [Li et al. 2017a], the node representation vector, is updated through a GRU which is fed the representation vectors of the node and its neighbours scaled by the edge weights. The representation vector of node 𝑣 ∈ V is given by

𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = 𝑓_{GRU} � � 𝒉^𝑣_{𝑡 −1}, � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣

𝑾^{(𝑣,𝑢)} 𝒉^𝑢_{𝑡 −1}� � , (29)

where 𝒉^𝑣_0 = [(𝑿^𝑣)^⊤ 0]^⊤. After 𝑇 update iterations, the graph level representation vector is defined as:

𝒉_G ≜ tanh � � 𝑣∈ V 𝜎 � 𝑔_𝜃 (𝒉^𝑣_𝑇 , 𝑿^𝑣) � ⊙ tanh � 𝑔_𝜓 (𝒉^𝑣_𝑇 , 𝑿^𝑣) � � , (30)

where 𝑔_𝜃 (·, ·) and 𝑔_𝜓 (·, ·) are neural networks that encode the inputs to a real vector.

5.2 Convolutional GNN A Convolutional GNN (ConvGNN) adapts the convolution operation in Euclidean space (grid of pixels), to non-Euclidean space (graphs) [Wu et al. 2021]. Unlike RecGNNs, where the node’s representation is updated over multiple iterations until convergence, ConvGNNs operate in layers, where the node representation is updated as it propagates through the layers. RecGNNs can be seen as a special case of ConvGNNs where all the convolution layers are identical. Like any GNN, the node representation vector in ConvGNNs is a function of its own features and the features of the neighbouring nodes.

Definition 5.1 (Chebyshev polynomial). A Chebyshev polynomial is of the form

�_𝐾

𝑘=0 𝜶_𝑘 𝑻_𝑘 (𝑿), where (𝜶_𝑘, 𝑻_𝑘 (𝑿)) is the 𝑘^{th} coefficient, exponent pair of the polynomial. The 𝑘^{th} exponent of 𝑿 ∈ C^{𝑛×𝑛} is derived from the recurrence relation: 𝑻_𝑘 (𝑿) = 2𝑿𝑻_{𝑘−1} (𝑿) − 𝑻_{𝑘−2} (𝑿), with 𝑻_0 (𝑿) = 𝑰 and 𝑻_1 (𝑿) = 𝑿.

In ChebNet [Defferrard et al. 2016], the filter is defined as the Chebyshev polynomial of 𝚲̃, i.e., 𝒈_𝜃 =

�_𝐾

𝑘=0 𝜽_𝑘𝑻_𝑘 (𝚲̃), where 𝚲̃ =^2_{𝜆max} 𝚲 − 𝑰 , and 𝚲 is the matrix of eigenvalues of the normalized graph Laplacian matrix. Following def. 3.7, the graph convolution in ChebNet is defined as

𝒙 ★_G 𝒈_𝜃 = 𝑽

�_𝐾 � 𝑘=0 𝜽_𝑘 𝑻_𝑘 (𝚲̃) � 𝑽^H𝒙. (31)

Through first-order approximation of ChebNet, we get 𝒙 ★_G 𝒈_𝜃 = 𝜽_0𝒙 − 𝜽_1𝑫^{− 1}2 𝑨𝑫^{− 1}2 𝒙. Subsequently setting 𝜽_0 = −𝜽_1 = 𝜽 , we get the graph convolution operation as defined in graph convolutional network (GCN) [Kipf and Welling 2017]:

𝒙 ★_G 𝒈_𝜃 = 𝜽 � 𝑰 + 𝑫^{− 12} 𝑨𝑫^{− 12} � 𝒙 = 𝜽 𝑨̃𝒙. (32)

Furthermore, to enable multiple input and output channels, the convolution operation can be rewritten as the layer

𝑯 = 𝑿 ★_G 𝒈_Θ = 𝑎 � 𝑨̃𝑿𝚯 � , (33)

where 𝑎(·) is the activation function. We can notice that, for a given node 𝑣 ∈ V,

𝑯^𝑣 = 𝑎 � � 𝚯^⊤ � � 𝑨̃_{𝑣,𝑣}𝑿^𝑣 + � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣

𝑨̃_{𝑣,𝑢}𝑿^𝑢 � � � � � . (34)

Such representations are called spatial, whereas expressions grounded in the theory of GSP are classified as spectral.

Diffusion CNN [Atwood and Towsley 2016] defines diffusion graph convolution as

𝑯_𝑘 = 𝑎 � 𝚯_𝑘 ⊙ (𝑫^{−1}𝑨)^𝑘 𝑿 � , (35)

with the final representation being � 𝑯_1 · · · 𝑯_𝐾 � , where 𝑎(·) is the activation function. Alternatively, the final representation can be derived through summation [Li et al. 2018] instead of concatenation of the representation at different diffusion steps, i.e., 𝑯 =

�_𝐾 𝑘=0 𝑎 � (𝑫^{−1}𝑨)^𝑘 𝑿𝚯_𝑘 � . In generalizing the diffusion process as information exchange between nodes in a finite number of iterations, we get message-passing neural network (MPNN) [Gilmer et al. [n. d.]]. The hidden representation of node 𝑣 at the 𝑘^{th} iteration is given by

𝒉^𝑣_𝑘 = 𝑓 � � 𝒉^𝑣_{𝑘−1}, � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣 𝑔 � 𝒉^𝑣_{𝑘−1}, 𝒉^𝑢_{𝑘−1}, 𝑨_{𝑣,𝑢} � � � (36)

with 𝒉^𝑣_0 = 𝑿^𝑣, where 𝑓 (·), 𝑔(·) are learnable functions. The global graph representation is obtained by passing {𝒉^𝑣_𝐾 : ∀𝑣 ∈ V} to the learnable readout function 𝑓_𝑅 (·), i.e., 𝒉_G = 𝑓_𝑅 ({𝒉^𝑣_𝐾 : ∀𝑣 ∈ V}). It was found that MPNN architecture resulted in similar graph representations for graphs having different structures. To overcome this, the graph isomorphism network (GIN) [Xu et al. 2019] was developed, which performs graph convolution as

𝒉^𝑣_𝑘 = 𝑓_{MLP} � � (1 + 𝜖_𝑘 )𝒉^𝑣_{𝑘−1} + � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣

𝒉^𝑢_{𝑘−1}� � , (37)

where {𝜖_𝑘 : ∀𝑘 ∈ [𝐾]} are learnable parameters, and 𝑓_{MLP} (·) denotes multilayer perceptron (MLP). Since |U_𝑣 | < 𝑛 for any node 𝑣, the computation complexity can explode for a graph which is densely connected. To prevent this, we can sample a subset of neighbours S_𝑣 ⊂ U_𝑣 where |S_𝑣 | ≤ 𝑞 < 𝑛 is constrained [Hamilton et al. [n. d.]]. In the graph attention network (GAT) [Veličković et al. 2018], the weight of the edge between a node and its neighbours is made learnable,

𝒉^𝑣_𝑘 = 𝜎 � � � 𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣 ∪{𝑣}

𝜶^{(𝑣,𝑢)}_𝑘 𝚯_𝑘 𝒉^𝑢_{𝑘−1}� � , (38)

where 𝜶^𝑣_𝑘 ≜ softmax([𝑒^{(𝑣,𝑢)}_𝑘 : ∀𝑢 ∈ U_𝑣 ∪ {𝑣}]), and 𝑒^{(𝑣,𝑢)}_𝑘 ≜ 𝑓_{LeakyReLU} � 𝒂^⊤ [𝚯_𝑘 𝒉^𝑣_𝑘 𝚯_𝑘 𝒉^𝑢_𝑘 ] � . In GAT, the learnable parameters are 𝒂 and 𝚯_𝑘 .

5.3 Graph Autoencoder As implied by its name, the Graph Autoencoder (GAE) is an autoencoder designed for graphs. GAE operates on the principle of VAEs with the primary objective of acquiring low-dimensional graph representations [Kipf and Welling 2016; Komodakis 2019]. This is achieved by encoding the graph’s structural characteristics into a latent space and subsequently decoding them to reconstruct the original graph. GAEs find utility in an array of tasks, including graph generation, and graph clustering.

Definition 5.2 (Graph autoencoder). Let 𝒛 ∈ R^𝐿 be the representation of a graph G ∈ G in the latent space. Then, we define a pair of encoder and decoder functions 𝑓_E : G → R^𝐿, 𝑓_D : R^𝐿 → G; 𝒛 = 𝑓_E (G), and Ĝ = 𝑓_D (𝒛). The goal is to design the encoder-decoder pair such that the condition on a metric involving G, Ĝ, 𝒛 is satisfied.

In GraphVAE [Komodakis 2019], the encoder is defined as the variational posterior 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛 | G), and the decoder is the generative distribution 𝑝_𝜃 (G | 𝒛). The distributions are learnt by minimizing the upper bound L on the negative log-likelihood − log 𝑝_𝜃 (G).

L(𝜙, 𝜃, G) = E_{𝒛∼𝑞𝜙 (𝒛| G)} [− log 𝑝_𝜃 (G | 𝒛)] + 𝐷_{KL} � 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛 | G)||𝑝 (𝒛) � . (39)

The term E_{∼𝑞𝜙} [− log 𝑝_𝜃 ] is the reconstruction loss which measures the difference between the input and the output graphs, where the difference metric is defined for the graph generation task at hand.

In [Guo et al. 2020], authors use disentangled representation learning (DRL) for graph generation. They consider the graph G = (𝑿, 𝑾) to be generated from the set of latent variables 𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔 such that (1) 𝑿 can be inferred from 𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑔, and (2) 𝑾 can be inferred from 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔. They developed an unsupervised generative model NED-VAE capable of learning the the joint distribution of the graph (X, W) and the set of latent variables 𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔. Utilizing a VAE architecture, the encoder is formulated as 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑥, 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔 | 𝑿, 𝑾), and the decoder is formulated as 𝑝_𝜃 (𝑿, 𝑾 | 𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔). To learn the distributions, the following optimization problem is solved:

max_{𝜙,𝜃} E_{(𝑿,𝑾 )∼D} � E_{(𝒛𝑥 ,𝒛𝑤 ,𝒛𝑔 )∼𝑞𝜙 (𝒛|𝑿,𝑾 )} log 𝑝_𝜃 (𝑿, 𝑾 | 𝒛_𝑥, 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔) � (40)

s.t. 𝐷_{KL} � 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔 | 𝑿, 𝑾)||𝑝 (𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔) � < 𝜖. (41)

Due to DRL, the distributions 𝑞_𝜙 and 𝑝_𝜃 can be disentangled into conditionally independent components:

𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑥, 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔 | 𝑿, 𝑾) = 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑥 | 𝑿) 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑤 | 𝑾) 𝑞_𝜙 (𝒛_𝑔 | 𝑿, 𝑾), (42) 𝑝_𝜃 (𝑿, 𝑾 | 𝒛_𝑥 , 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔) = 𝑝_𝜃 (𝑿 | 𝒛_𝑥, 𝒛_𝑔) 𝑝_𝜃 (𝑾 | 𝒛_𝑤, 𝒛_𝑔). (43)

Generative models designed for Euclidean data are not capable of identifying different permuations of the same graph as isomorphic, leading to poor model generalisation from the training data. In [Niu et al. 2020], the authors adopt score-based generative model [Song and Ermon 2019] and propose a permutation equivariant score function (def. 5.3) capable of learning permutation invariant representations of the graph.

Definition 5.3 (Score function). For a probability distribution 𝑝 (𝒙), the score function is defined as ∇_𝒙 log 𝑝 (𝒙).

5.4 Temporal Graph Neural Network The basic idea of a temporal graph neural network (TGNN) [Jin et al. 2023; Longa et al. 2023] is to do with graphs what a temporal neural network does to Euclidean data, such as matrices. Let the sequence of graphs be {G_1, · · · , G_𝑡 , · · · G_𝑇 }. At time 𝑡, we want to generate a representation vector 𝒉_𝑡 which can encode information from the sub-sequence {G_1, · · · , G_𝑡 }. We can write the representation vector at time 𝑡 as a function of all the graphs up to time 𝑡 and the previous representation vectors,

𝒉_𝑡 = 𝑓 (G_𝑡 , · · · , G_1, 𝒉_{𝑡 −1}, · · · , 𝒉_1). (44)

Assuming that the information from previous graphs will propagate through the previous representation vectors, we can write 𝒉_𝑡 = 𝑓 (G_𝑡 , 𝒉_{𝑡 −1}, · · · 𝒉_1). Furthermore, we can decompose the function into 𝒉_𝑡 = 𝑓_T � 𝑓_S (G_𝑡 ), 𝒉_{𝑡 −1}, · · · 𝒉_1 � , where 𝑓_T is a temporal learning function and 𝑓_S is a spatial (graph) learning function. Next, we need a decoder to predict the output at a future time step, say 𝑡 +𝜏 given the temporal graph representation vector at time 𝑡; 𝒚_{𝑡+𝜏} = 𝑔(𝒉_𝑡 ). Architectures such as LSTM, GRU, TCN, ESN, and Transformer make a good choice for 𝑓_T (·), whereas various GNN flavours can be used as 𝑓_S (·) [Lai et al. 2023]. In the literature, TGNNs are often labelled as spatio-temporal GNNs [Jin et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2021]. However, the term GNN inherently implies a focus on spatial learning.

In [Longa et al. 2023], the authors have categorized TGNNs into two broad types, one based on model evolution, and the other based on embedding evolution. Here, they consider individual node representation 𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 for node 𝑣 ∈ V at time 𝑡. In model evolution [Pareja et al. 2020], the representation of G_𝑡 can be evaluated by a function whose parameters evolve with time, i.e., 𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = 𝑓_S (𝑣, G_𝑡 ; 𝚯_𝑡 ), where the function parameter 𝚯_𝑡 = 𝑓_T (𝚯_{𝑡 −1}, · · · 𝚯_{𝑡 −𝜏} ). In embedding evolution, the representation at time 𝑡 is given by a function of the representations of previous graphs, i.e., 𝒉^𝑣_𝑡 = 𝑓_T � 𝑓_S (𝑣, G_𝑡 ; 𝚯), · · · 𝑓_S (𝑣, G_{𝑡 −𝜏} ; 𝚯) � . Majority of the TGNN models in the literature are based on embedding evolution [Liu et al. 2023; Niknam et al. 2023; Tortorella and Micheli 2021; You et al. 2022].

6 CLASSICAL TIME SERIES FORECASTING Since we are dealing with temporal graphs, it is worth exploring classical forecasting techniques employed to deal with time series data [Montgomery et al. 2015]. Moreover, temporal graphs can be viewed as correlated time series data, where the information of different nodes are correlated, with the edge weights representing the strength of correlation between them [Lai et al. 2023].

6.1 Linear Regression The response at time 𝑡, 𝑦_𝑡 is a function of the variables {𝑥^1_𝑡 , · · · 𝑥^𝑘_𝑡 }, i.e., 𝑦_𝑡 = 𝑓 (𝑥^1_𝑡 , · · · 𝑥^𝑘_𝑡 ). The goal is to determine the mean response 𝑦̂_𝑡 = E[𝑓 (𝑥^1_𝑡 , · · · 𝑥^𝑘_𝑡 )] based on a set of observations over a span of time 𝑡 ∈ T . In linear regression, 𝑦_𝑡 = 𝒘^⊤𝒙_𝑡 , where 𝒙^⊤_𝑡 = � 1 𝑥^1_𝑡 · · · 𝑥^𝑘_𝑡 � and 𝒘 ∈ R^{𝑘+1} is the parameter. To get the mean response we obtain 𝒘̂ such that the sum of the mean square distance between the actual response and the mean estimate is minimised for the given set of observations.

𝒘̂ = (𝑿^⊤𝑿)^{−1}𝑿^⊤𝒚; 𝑿^⊤ = � 𝒙_1 · · · 𝒙_𝑇 � , 𝒚^⊤ = � 𝑦_1 · · · 𝑦_𝑇 � . (45)

6.2 Exponential Smoothing Consider the model 𝑦_𝑡 = 𝑤 +𝜖_𝑡 , with 𝑦_𝑡 , 𝑤, 𝜖_𝑡 ∈ R, where 𝑤 does not change with time, and 𝜖_𝑡 is the error uncorrelated with 𝑤, and changes with time. Smoothing techniques help visualise the pattern in a time series data by removing the sharp changes, resulting in a smooth curve that can describe an approximate trend. The error at time 𝑡 ∈ [𝑇 ], is discounted by a factor 𝜃^{𝑇 −𝑡} . Let 𝜽 = [𝜃^𝑇 𝜃^{𝑇 −1} · · · 1]^⊤, and 𝒚 = [𝑦_1 𝑦_2 · · · 𝑦_𝑇 ]^⊤, then the estimator 𝑤̂ is given by: 𝑤̂ = (1 − 𝜃)𝜽^⊤𝒚. The act of discounting the previous errors this way is referred to as first-order exponential smoothing. For 𝑛-order exponential smoothing, the model is defined as 𝑦_𝑡 =

�_𝑛

𝑘=0 𝑤_𝑘^{𝑡𝑘}_{𝑘!} + 𝜖_𝑡 . The goal is to find the set of parameters {𝑤̂_𝑘 : 𝑘 ∈ [𝑛]} to perform forecasting.

6.3 Autoregressive Models In this section, we will explore the famous autoregressive integrated moving average (ARIMA) and vector autoregressive (VAR) models, which find extensive application in time series forecasting. In autoregressive models, the variable at time 𝑡 is defined as the regression of the preceding variables.

Definition 6.1 (ARIMA). The ARIMA (𝑝,𝑑, 𝑞) model is given by:

𝑦_𝑡 = 𝛿 + 𝜖_𝑡 + 𝑝+𝑑� 𝑘=1 𝜙_𝑘𝑦_{𝑡 −𝑘} − 𝑞� 𝑘=1 𝜃_𝑘𝜖_{𝑡 −𝑘} , (46)

where 𝛿 is the uncorrelated component, 𝜖_𝑡 is the noise at time 𝑡 and 𝜓_𝑘 and 𝜃_𝑘 are weights.

Definition 6.2 (VAR). The VAR (𝑝) model is given by 𝒚_𝑡 = 𝜹 +

�_𝑝

𝑘=1 𝚽_𝑘𝒚_{𝑡 −𝑘} + 𝝐_𝑡 .

Definition 6.3 (Forecast). The 𝜏 look-ahead forecast is defined as 𝒚̂_{𝑡+𝜏} = E � 𝒚_{𝑡+𝜏} | 𝒚_𝑡, 𝒚_{𝑡 −1}, · · · � for 𝑦_𝑡 ∈ R^𝑚, 𝑚 ∈ N.

6.4 Bayesian Filters In Bayesian inference [Särkkä and Svensson 2023], the goal is to model the system variables as random variables. As the name suggests, Bayesian inference relies heavily on Bayes’ rule, where the posterior distribution of a parameter 𝜃, given the data Y = {𝑦_1, 𝑦_2, · · · 𝑦_𝑡 } is written as:

𝑝 (𝜃 |Y) = 𝑝 (𝜃)𝑝 (Y|𝜃)

𝑝 (Y)

, (47)

where 𝑝 (𝜃) is the prior, 𝑝 (Y|𝜃) is the likelihood, and 𝑝 (Y) = ∫ 𝜃 ∈Θ 𝑝 (𝜃)𝑝 (Y|𝜃) 𝑑𝜃 is the evidence.

To obtain the maximum likelihood estimate (ML) of the parameter, we maximize the likelihood function with respect to the parameter, i.e., 𝜃̂_{ML} = arg max_{𝜃 ∈Θ}

�_{𝑦∈ Y} 𝑝 (𝑦|𝜃). To obtain the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimate, we maximize the posterior distribution, i.e., 𝜃̂_{MAP} = arg max_{𝜃 ∈Θ} 𝑝 (𝜃 |Y).

Definition 6.4 (Probabilistic state space model). Consider a state sequence {𝒉_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T }, and observation sequence {𝒙_𝑡 : ∀𝑡 ∈ T }, where 𝒉_𝑡 ∈ R^𝑙 , and 𝒙_𝑡 ∈ R^𝑑 . Then the probabilistic state space model is defined as 𝒙_𝑡 ∼ 𝑝 (𝒙_𝑡 |𝒉_𝑡 ) and 𝒉_𝑡 ∼ 𝑝 (𝒉_𝑡 |𝒉_{𝑡 −1}), where the current observation is dependent on the current state, and the current state depends on the previous state.

A probabilistic state space model is also referred to as a non-linear filtering model. The central theme of Bayesian filtering is to derive the marginal distribution 𝑝 (𝒉_𝑡 |𝒙_𝑡 , 𝒙_{𝑡 −1}, · · · ), also called the filtering distribution of the state 𝒉_𝑡 given the observations {𝒙_𝑡 , 𝒙_{𝑡 −1}, · · · }. The distribution 𝑝 (𝒉_𝑡 |𝒙_{𝑡 −1}, 𝒙_{𝑡 −2}, · · · ) is called the predicted distribution which is derived using the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation: 𝑝 � 𝒉_𝑡 |𝒙_{𝑡 −1}, 𝒙_{𝑡 −2}, · · · � = ∫ 𝑝 (𝒉_𝑡 |𝒉_{𝑡 −1}) 𝑝 (𝒉_{𝑡 −1}|𝒉_{𝑡 −2}, · · · ) 𝑑𝒉_{𝑡 −1}.

The filtering distribution having seen the new observation 𝒙_𝑡 is updated through Bayes’ rule. The Kalman filter is a linear Bayesian filtering model in which the predicted and filtering distributions are Gaussian [Särkkä and Svensson 2023].

7 RESEARCH DIRECTIONS 7.1 Limitations The TGNNs in the literature suffer from the following limitations.

Expressiveness. Since TGNNs, rely on GNNs for spatial learning, they are limited by the expressiveness of the GNNs, i.e., the ability of the model to treat two isomorphic graphs as same. Graph isomorphism remains an unsolved problem as no algorithm exists which can say for sure that two graphs are isomorphic. Moreover, the graph isomorphism problem is NP unknown. However, it has been shown that GNNs are as expressive as the Weisfeiler-Lehman isomorphism test [Chen et al. 2023].

Learnability. In deep learning, a deep model with large number of parameters is prone to overfitting in the absence of a well-crafted loss function. Moreover, a good learning strategy is essential to prevent the model parameters from being stuck in a local extremum.

Interpretability. The encoder-decoder architecture of the TGNNs involve learning a latent representation of the graph which is then processed to perform the downstream learning task. The latent vectors are intuitively intractable and depend on the encoder, thereby reducing the interpretability of the TGL method. Taking inspiration from classical time series literature can help in crafting interpretable models.

Evaluation. In TGL, the models discern the inter-nodal correlations by exploiting the graph structure. However, not all graph datasets exhibit this property. Therefore, we need truly graphical datasets to be able to evaluate the efficacy of TGL techniques in a fair manner.

Scalability. In GNNs, each node aggregates the information from its nodes for improving the node representation. For a graph having 𝑛 nodes, a node can have up to 𝑛 − 1 neighbours. When 𝑛 becomes large, the learning becomes slow. To overcome this neighbour sampling is adopted, but that leads to poor expressiveness. Therefore methods need to be develop which are scalable and computationally light.

Privacy. The information about the input data can be inferred through model inversion attacks by analysing the model output or gradients. Moreover, in graph structured data, information pertaining to a node can be estimated from the neighbours. Therefore, even if we hide the sensitive information of some nodes, they are still at risk of being revealed. Research is being done on differential privacy methods on GNNs [Mueller et al. 2023], which can be extended to TGNNs.

7.2 Applications Any data represented as a temporal graph, where the features of nodes or edges change over time, can be utilized for conducting regression or classification tasks on either nodes or edges.

Transportation. Traffic data is spatiotemporal data where the nodes represent sensors, and the edges are related to the geographical distance between any two sensors, while the node features can be flow count or flow speed. Such graphical data can be used to perform a variety of tasks such as traffic flow prediction [Fang et al. 2021], traffic speed prediction [Li et al. 2017b], and traffic congestion prediction [Di et al. 2019]. The predicted traffic data can be further analyzed for route suggestion [Yin et al. 2022] to alleviate traffic congestion during peak hours. On-demand taxi services can use predicted traffic data for dynamic pricing [He and Shin 2019].

Weather. Weather data is collected through sensors located geographically, so the edges correspond to the geographical distance between sensor nodes, while the node features can represent weather data such as temperature, precipitation level, air quality, wind speed, and UV index. The weather data collected can be used to perform air quality inference [Cheng et al. 2018], precipitation prediction [Li et al. 2022a], wind speed prediction [Khodayar and Wang 2019], and extreme weather prediction [Ni et al. 2022].

Infrastructure. The data from power grids can be used to predict energy consumption demand [Song et al. 2017]. Similarly, data from water supply monitoring sensors can be used to predict water consumption demand [Donkor et al. 2014]. A similar approach can be adopted for natural resources like oil and gas to predict demand and supply.

Finance. In a stock market, a group of stocks can be forcibly presented as a graph with the node features being stock price and other details related to the stock. The edges between two stocks can be determined as a function of the stock features. As the stock prices evolve, the data becomes a temporal graph that can be analyzed to perform stock price prediction [Chen et al. 2018; Li et al. 2022b].

Social Network. In a social network, users are like nodes; the connections between them are the edges. The node features can capture details about user activity. This setup is studied in opinion dynamics [Acemoglu and Ozdaglar 2011], where the graph data is used for sentiment analysis [Pozzi et al. 2016], where we analyze how users feel about a topic. Additionally, users are grouped into communities based on similarities in their activities; this is called community detection [Bedi and Sharma 2016]. In the temporal setting, we can learn sentiment evolution, community evolution, and information diffusion. The temporal activity of specific users can also be analyzed to identify bot accounts [Varol et al. 2017] on a social media platform.

Supply Chain. In a supply chain, the producers, distributors, warehouses, and retailers can be depicted as nodes, while the edges can represent the connection between the different entities. The node features can represent the details related to a particular item, such as its price, quantity, and expiry date, to name a few. This temporal graph can then be analyzed to perform demand and supply forecast [Vallés-Pérez et al. 2022], and therefore enable smart inventory management, optimize logistic planning, and perform dynamic pricing of the items.

Communication Network. A wireless network can be naturally represented as a graph with the users as nodes and the channels as edges. The node feature can encapsulate spectrum allocation, data rate, transmit power, noise level, and data traffic demand. As the node features evolve, we get a temporal graph that can be analyzed to perform dynamic resource allocation [Eisen and Ribeiro 2020] to optimize the data rate of all the users collectively.

Epidemiology. In epidemiology, the nodes can represent geographical locations such as cities, and their features can be the number of people infected, number of recovered patients, fraction of population vaccinated, and other details. Moreover, the edge features can be the number of travelers between any two cities through different modes of transport. This temporal graph can then be analyzed to predict the spread of the infection [Panagopoulos et al. 2021] across different locations and aid in formulating preventive measures.

Neuroscience. The brain imaging data collected through techniques like EEG, MEG, fMRI, and fNIRS can be converted to temporal graph data, where the nodes represent different parts of the brain, and the neural activity level can be node features. The analysis of such temporal graphs can enable brain function classification [Bessadok et al. 2023] and diagnosis [Klepl et al. 2022].

REFERENCES

Daron Acemoglu and Asuman Ozdaglar. 2011. Opinion Dynamics and Learning in Social Networks. Dynamic Games and Applications 1, 1 (March 2011), 3–49. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13235-010-0004-1 James Atwood and Don Towsley. 2016. Diffusion-Convolutional Neural Networks. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, Vol. 29. Curran Associates, Inc. https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2016/hash/390e982518a50e280d8e2b535462ec1f-Abstract.html Punam Bedi and Chhavi Sharma. 2016. Community detection in social networks. WIREs Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery 6, 3 (May 2016), 115–135.

https://doi.org/10.1002/widm.1178 Alaa Bessadok, Mohamed Ali Mahjoub, and Islem Rekik. 2023. Graph Neural Networks in Network Neuroscience. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 45, 5 (May 2023), 5833–5848. https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.2022.3209686 Samantha Chen, Sunhyuk Lim, Facundo Mémoli, Zhengchao Wan, and Yusu Wang. 2023. The Weisfeiler-Lehman Distance: Reinterpretation and Connection with GNNs. http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00713 arXiv:2302.00713 [cs].

A Primer on Temporal Graph Learning 17

Yingmei Chen, Zhongyu Wei, and Xuanjing Huang. 2018. Incorporating Corporation Relationship via Graph Convolutional Neural Networks for Stock Price Prediction. In Proceedings of the 27th ACM International Conference on Information and Knowledge Management. ACM, Torino Italy, 1655–1658. https://doi.org/10.1145/3269206.3269269 Weiyu Cheng, Yanyan Shen, Yanmin Zhu, and Linpeng Huang. 2018. A Neural Attention Model for Urban Air Quality Inference: Learning the Weights of Monitoring Stations. Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence 32, 1 (April 2018). https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v32i1.11871 Number: 1. Kyunghyun Cho, Bart van Merrienboer, Dzmitry Bahdanau, and Yoshua Bengio. 2014. On the Properties of Neural Machine Translation: Encoder-Decoder Approaches. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1409.1259 arXiv:1409.1259 [cs, stat].

Junyoung Chung, Caglar Gulcehre, KyungHyun Cho, and Yoshua Bengio. 2014. Empirical Evaluation of Gated Recurrent Neural Networks on Sequence Modeling. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1412.3555 arXiv:1412.3555 [cs].

Yann N Dauphin, Angela Fan, Michael Auli, and David Grangier. [n. d.]. Language Modeling with Gated Convolutional Networks. ([n. d.]). Michaël Defferrard, Xavier Bresson, and Pierre Vandergheynst. 2016. Convolutional Neural Networks on Graphs with Fast Localized Spectral Filtering.

(2016).

Xiaolei Di, Yu Xiao, Chao Zhu, Yang Deng, Qinpei Zhao, and Weixiong Rao. 2019. Traffic Congestion Prediction by Spatiotemporal Propagation Patterns.

In 2019 20th IEEE International Conference on Mobile Data Management (MDM). 298–303. https://doi.org/10.1109/MDM.2019.00-45 ISSN: 2375-0324. Carl Doersch. 2021. Tutorial on Variational Autoencoders. http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05908 arXiv:1606.05908 [cs, stat]. Emmanuel A. Donkor, Thomas A. Mazzuchi, Refik Soyer, and J. Alan Roberson. 2014. Urban Water Demand Forecasting: Review of Methods and Models.

Journal of Water Resources Planning and Management 140, 2 (Feb. 2014), 146–159. https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000314 Publisher: American Society of Civil Engineers.

Mark Eisen and Alejandro Ribeiro. 2020. Optimal Wireless Resource Allocation With Random Edge Graph Neural Networks. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing 68 (2020), 2977–2991. https://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2020.2988255 Zheng Fang, Qingqing Long, Guojie Song, and Kunqing Xie. 2021. Spatial-Temporal Graph ODE Networks for Traffic Flow Forecasting. In Proceedings of the 27th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discovery & Data Mining. 364–373. https://doi.org/10.1145/3447548.3467430 arXiv:2106.12931 [cs].

David Freedman. 2009. Statistical models: theory and practice (second edition. ed.). University Press, Cambridge.

Claudio Gallicchio and Alessio Micheli. 2010. Graph Echo State Networks. In The 2010 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN). IEEE, Barcelona, Spain, 1–8. https://doi.org/10.1109/IJCNN.2010.5596796 Justin Gilmer, Samuel S Schoenholz, Patrick F Riley, Oriol Vinyals, and George E Dahl. [n. d.]. Neural Message Passing for Quantum Chemistry. ([n. d.]). Xiaojie Guo, Liang Zhao, Zhao Qin, Lingfei Wu, Amarda Shehu, and Yanfang Ye. 2020. Interpretable deep graph generation with node-edge codisentanglement. In Proceedings of the 26th ACM SIGKDD international conference on knowledge discovery & data mining. 1697–1707.

Will Hamilton, Zhitao Ying, and Jure Leskovec. [n. d.]. Inductive Representation Learning on Large Graphs. ([n. d.]). Suining He and Kang G. Shin. 2019. Spatio-temporal Adaptive Pricing for Balancing Mobility-on-Demand Networks. ACM Transactions on Intelligent Systems and Technology 10, 4 (July 2019), 1–28. https://doi.org/10.1145/3331450 Sepp Hochreiter and Jürgen Schmidhuber. 1997. Long Short-Term Memory. Neural Computation 9, 8 (Nov. 1997), 1735–1780.

https://doi.org/10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735 Conference Name: Neural Computation.

Guangyin Jin, Yuxuan Liang, Yuchen Fang, Jincai Huang, Junbo Zhang, and Yu Zheng. 2023. Spatio-Temporal Graph Neural Networks for Predictive Learning in Urban Computing: A Survey. http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14483 arXiv:2303.14483 [cs].

Mahdi Khodayar and Jianhui Wang. 2019. Spatio-Temporal Graph Deep Neural Network for Short-Term Wind Speed Forecasting. IEEE Transactions on Sustainable Energy 10, 2 (April 2019), 670–681. https://doi.org/10.1109/TSTE.2018.2844102 Conference Name: IEEE Transactions on Sustainable Energy.

Diederik P. Kingma and Max Welling. 2013. Auto-Encoding Variational Bayes. http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6114 arXiv:1312.6114 [cs, stat]. Thomas N. Kipf and Max Welling. 2016. Variational Graph Auto-Encoders. http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.07308 arXiv:1611.07308 [cs, stat]. Thomas N. Kipf and Max Welling. 2017. Semi-Supervised Classification with Graph Convolutional Networks. http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02907 arXiv:1609.02907 [cs, stat].

Dominik Klepl, Fei He, Min Wu, Daniel J. Blackburn, and Ptolemaios Sarrigiannis. 2022. EEG-Based Graph Neural Network Classification of Alzheimer’s Disease: An Empirical Evaluation of Functional Connectivity Methods. IEEE Transactions on Neural Systems and Rehabilitation Engineering 30 (2022), 2651–2660. https://doi.org/10.1109/TNSRE.2022.3204913 Martin Simonovsky Nikos Komodakis. 2019. GraphVAE: Towards Generation of Small Graphs Using Variational Autoencoders. (2019). Zhichen Lai, Dalin Zhang, Huan Li, Christian S. Jensen, Hua Lu, and Yan Zhao. 2023. LightCTS: A Lightweight Framework for Correlated Time Series Forecasting. http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11974 arXiv:2302.11974 [cs].

Guanzhi Li, Aining Zhang, Qizhi Zhang, Di Wu, and Choujun Zhan. 2022b. Pearson Correlation Coefficient-Based Performance Enhancement of Broad Learning System for Stock Price Prediction. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems II: Express Briefs 69, 5 (May 2022), 2413–2417. https://doi.org/10.1109/TCSII.2022.3160266 Weide Li, Xi Gao, Zihan Hao, and Rong Sun. 2022a. Using deep learning for precipitation forecasting based on spatio-temporal information: a case study.

Climate Dynamics 58, 1 (Jan. 2022), 443–457. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-021-05916-4 Yujia Li, Daniel Tarlow, Marc Brockschmidt, and Richard Zemel. 2017a. Gated Graph Sequence Neural Networks. http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.05493 arXiv:1511.05493 [cs, stat].

18 Rahman and Coon

Yaguang Li, Rose Yu, Cyrus Shahabi, and Yan Liu. 2017b. Diffusion convolutional recurrent neural network: Data-driven traffic forecasting. arXiv preprint arXiv:1707.01926 (2017).

Yaguang Li, Rose Yu, Cyrus Shahabi, and Yan Liu. 2018. Diffusion Convolutional Recurrent Neural Network: Data-Driven Traffic Forecasting.

https://openreview.net/forum?id=SJiHXGWAZ Bryan Lim and Stefan Zohren. 2021. Time Series Forecasting With Deep Learning: A Survey. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 379, 2194 (April 2021), 20200209. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2020.0209 arXiv:2004.13408 [cs, stat].

Zibo Liu, Parshin Shojaee, and Chandan K. Reddy. 2023. Graph-based Multi-ODE Neural Networks for Spatio-Temporal Traffic Forecasting. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.18687 (2023).

Antonio Longa, Veronica Lachi, Gabriele Santin, Monica Bianchini, Bruno Lepri, Pietro Lio, Franco Scarselli, and Andrea Passerini. 2023. Graph Neural Networks for temporal graphs: State of the art, open challenges, and opportunities. arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.01018 (2023).

Alessio Micheli and Domenico Tortorella. 2022. Discrete-time dynamic graph echo state networks. Neurocomputing 496 (July 2022), 85–95.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2022.05.001 Douglas C. Montgomery, Cheryl L. Jennings, and Murat Kulahci. 2015. Introduction to Time Series Analysis and Forecasting. John Wiley & Sons. Google- Books-ID: Xeh8CAAAQBAJ.

Tamara T. Mueller, Johannes C. Paetzold, Chinmay Prabhakar, Dmitrii Usynin, Daniel Rueckert, and Georgios Kaissis. 2023. Differentially Private Graph Neural Networks for Whole-Graph Classification. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 45, 6 (June 2023), 7308–7318. https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.2022.3228315 Qingjian Ni, Yuhui Wang, and Yifei Fang. 2022. GE-STDGN: a novel spatio-temporal weather prediction model based on graph evolution. Applied Intelligence 52, 7 (May 2022), 7638–7652. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10489-021-02824-2 Ghazaleh Niknam, Soheila Molaei, Hadi Zare, Shirui Pan, Mahdi Jalili, Tingting Zhu, and David Clifton. 2023. DyVGRNN: DYnamic mixture variational graph recurrent neural networks. Neural Networks 165 (2023), 596–610. Publisher: Elsevier.

Chenhao Niu, Yang Song, Jiaming Song, Shengjia Zhao, Aditya Grover, and Stefano Ermon. 2020. Permutation Invariant Graph Generation via Score- Based Generative Modeling. In Proceedings of the Twenty Third International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics. PMLR, 4474–4484. https://proceedings.mlr.press/v108/niu20a.html ISSN: 2640-3498.

Aaron van den Oord, Sander Dieleman, Heiga Zen, Karen Simonyan, Oriol Vinyals, Alex Graves, Nal Kalchbrenner, Andrew Senior, and Koray Kavukcuoglu. 2016. WaveNet: A Generative Model for Raw Audio. http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.03499 arXiv:1609.03499 [cs].

Antonio Ortega, Pascal Frossard, Jelena Kovačević, José M. F. Moura, and Pierre Vandergheynst. 2018. Graph Signal Processing: Overview, Challenges, and Applications. Proc. IEEE 106, 5 (May 2018), 808–828. https://doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2018.2820126 Conference Name: Proceedings of the IEEE.

Keiron O’Shea and Ryan Nash. 2015. An Introduction to Convolutional Neural Networks. http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.08458 arXiv:1511.08458 [cs]. George Panagopoulos, Giannis Nikolentzos, and Michalis Vazirgiannis. 2021. Transfer Graph Neural Networks for Pandemic Forecasting. Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence 35, 6 (May 2021), 4838–4845. https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v35i6.16616 Number: 6.

Aldo Pareja, Giacomo Domeniconi, Jie Chen, Tengfei Ma, Toyotaro Suzumura, Hiroki Kanezashi, Tim Kaler, Tao Schardl, and Charles Leiserson. 2020.

Evolvegcn: Evolving graph convolutional networks for dynamic graphs. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 34. 5363– 5370. Issue: 04.

Federico Alberto Pozzi, Elisabetta Fersini, Enza Messina, and Bing Liu. 2016. Sentiment Analysis in Social Networks. Morgan Kaufmann. Google-Books-ID:

aS2lCgAAQBAJ.

Aliaksei Sandryhaila and José M. F. Moura. 2013. Discrete Signal Processing on Graphs. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing 61, 7 (April 2013), 1644–1656. https://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2013.2238935 F. Scarselli, M. Gori, Ah Chung Tsoi, M. Hagenbuchner, and G. Monfardini. 2009. The Graph Neural Network Model. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks 20, 1 (Jan. 2009), 61–80. https://doi.org/10.1109/TNN.2008.2005605 D. I. Shuman, S. K. Narang, P. Frossard, A. Ortega, and P. Vandergheynst. 2013. The emerging field of signal processing on graphs: Extending high-dimensional data analysis to networks and other irregular domains. IEEE Signal Processing Magazine 30, 3 (May 2013), 83–98. https://doi.org/10.1109/MSP.2012.2235192 Hyun Ah Song, Bryan Hooi, Marko Jereminov, Amritanshu Pandey, Larry Pileggi, and Christos Faloutsos. 2017. PowerCast: Mining and Forecasting Power Grid Sequences. In Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases (Lecture Notes in Computer Science), Michelangelo Ceci, Jaakko Hollmén, Ljupčo Todorovski, Celine Vens, and Sašo Džeroski (Eds.). Springer International Publishing, Cham, 606–621. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-71246-8_37 Yang Song and Stefano Ermon. 2019. Generative Modeling by Estimating Gradients of the Data Distribution. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, Vol. 32. Curran Associates, Inc. https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2019/hash/3001ef257407d5a371a96dcd947c7d93-Abstract.html Simo Särkkä and Lennart Svensson. 2023. Bayesian Filtering and Smoothing (2 ed.). Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108917407 Domenico Tortorella and Alessio Micheli. 2021. Dynamic Graph Echo State Networks. In ESANN 2021 proceedings. 99–104.

https://doi.org/10.14428/esann/2021.ES2021-70 arXiv:2110.08565 [cs].

Iván Vallés-Pérez, Emilio Soria-Olivas, Marcelino Martínez-Sober, Antonio J. Serrano-López, Juan Gómez-Sanchís, and Fernando Mateo. 2022. Approaching sales forecasting using recurrent neural networks and transformers. Expert Systems with Applications 201 (Sept. 2022), 116993. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2022.116993

A Primer on Temporal Graph Learning 19

Onur Varol, Emilio Ferrara, Clayton Davis, Filippo Menczer, and Alessandro Flammini. 2017. Online Human-Bot Interactions: Detection, Estimation, and Characterization. Proceedings of the International AAAI Conference on Web and Social Media 11, 1 (May 2017), 280–289. https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v11i1.14871 Number: 1.

Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, Łukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. 2017. Attention is All you Need. Neural Information Processing Systems (2017).

Petar Veličković, Guillem Cucurull, Arantxa Casanova, Adriana Romero, Pietro Liò, and Yoshua Bengio. 2018. Graph Attention Networks.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.10903 arXiv:1710.10903 [cs, stat].

Zonghan Wu, Shirui Pan, Fengwen Chen, Guodong Long, Chengqi Zhang, and Philip S. Yu. 2021. A Comprehensive Survey on Graph Neural Networks.

IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems 32, 1 (Jan. 2021), 4–24. https://doi.org/10.1109/TNNLS.2020.2978386 Keyulu Xu, Weihua Hu, Jure Leskovec, and Stefanie Jegelka. 2019. How Powerful are Graph Neural Networks? https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1810.00826 arXiv:1810.00826 [cs, stat].

Xueyan Yin, Genze Wu, Jinze Wei, Yanming Shen, Heng Qi, and Baocai Yin. 2022. Deep Learning on Traffic Prediction: Methods, Analysis, and Future Directions. IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems 23, 6 (June 2022), 4927–4943. https://doi.org/10.1109/TITS.2021.3054840 Conference Name: IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems.

Jiaxuan You, Tianyu Du, and Jure Leskovec. 2022. ROLAND: graph learning framework for dynamic graphs. In Proceedings of the 28th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining. 2358–2366.