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When Heterophily Meets Heterogeneous Graphs:
Latent Graphs Guided Unsupervised Representation

Learning
Zhixiang Shen, and Zhao Kang

Abstract—Unsupervised heterogeneous graph representation
learning (UHGRL) has gained increasing attention due to its
significance in handling practical graphs without labels. However,
heterophily has been largely ignored, despite its ubiquitous
presence in real-world heterogeneous graphs. In this paper, we
define semantic heterophily and propose an innovative frame-
work called Latent Graphs Guided Unsupervised Representation
Learning (LatGRL) to handle this problem. First, we develop
a similarity mining method that couples global structures and
attributes, enabling the construction of fine-grained homophilic
and heterophilic latent graphs to guide the representation learn-
ing. Moreover, we propose an adaptive dual-frequency semantic
fusion mechanism to address the problem of node-level semantic
heterophily. To cope with the massive scale of real-world data, we
further design a scalable implementation. Extensive experiments
on benchmark datasets validate the effectiveness and efficiency of
our proposed framework. The source code and datasets have been
made available at https://github.com/zxlearningdeep/LatGRL.

Index Terms—Heterogeneous Graph Neural Network; Self-
supervised learning; Graph Embedding; Multi-view Graph;
Graph Structure Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

HETEROGENEOUS graphs, prevalent in various domains
such as social networks, bibliographic networks, and

knowledge graphs, represent complex semantic relationships
[1]. In a heterogeneous graph, nodes represent entities of mul-
tiple types and edges demonstrate various kinds of relations.
Most cutting-edge methods model heterogeneous graphs based
on meta-paths [2]. These techniques employ predefined meta-
paths to extract a series of homogeneous graphs that pertain
to a specific type of nodes for subsequent node representation
learning, which aligns with the principles of multi-view graph
learning [3]. Recently, Unsupervised Heterogeneous Graph
Representation Learning (UHGRL) has gained considerable
attention due to its importance in handling large amounts
of real-world graphs [4]. UHGRL leverages unsupervised
techniques, such as contrastive learning, to obtain high-quality
node representations, avoiding the reliance on labeled data.
These representations aid in tasks such as node classification
and clustering, finding practical applications in recommenda-
tion systems, and bibliographic network mining [5].

However, the semantic heterophily, which refers to the
phenomenon that nodes of the same type connected by meta-
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Fig. 1. An example of semantic heterophily. The anchor node has distinct
node-level semantic homophily ratios (NHR) across different meta-paths.

paths often present dissimilar attributes or carry different
labels, remains largely overlooked in current research despite
its prominent existence in practical graphs. As shown in Fig.
1, within the movie website, it is evident that the same actor
may participate in films of various genres while a single
director may also helm different genres of movies, reflecting
semantic heterophily. Moreover, the anchor node demonstrates
diverse node-level homophily ratios across distinct meta-paths.
In heterogeneous graphs, the presence of multiple relations
amplifies the complexity of semantic heterophily. However, ex-
isting UHGRL methods, which are largely based on encoding
mechanisms incorporating low-pass filtering and contrastive
views with pronounced structural dependency [6]–[9], tend
to blur the representations of nearby nodes belonging to dif-
ferent categories. This limitation hinders their adaptability to
semantic heterophily scenarios and compromises the discrimi-
native capability of the representations. Consequently, two key
problems need to be addressed: (Q1) How to quantitatively
characterize semantic heterophily in heterogeneous graphs?
(Q2) How to design an effective UHGRL framework to tackle
semantic heterophily?

In this paper, we conduct an extensive study on (Q1).
We propose two evaluation metrics: meta-path-level semantic
homophily ratio (MHR) and node-level semantic homophily
ratio (NHR). Through empirical analysis, we discover that
real-world heterogeneous graphs exhibit diverse neighborhood
patterns. Specifically, within the same meta-path, different
nodes display a variety of NHR. Additionally, certain nodes
may have low NHR under one meta-path, while higher NHR
under another meta-path. The complex neighborhood patterns
pose significant challenges for node representation learning.
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To address (Q2), we propose a new UHGRL framework
named Latent Graphs Guided Unsupervised Representation
Learning (LatGRL). Divergent from existing graph contrastive
methods that rely solely on contrastive views of the original
topological structure [7], [10], we present a new similarity
mining approach that couples global structures and node at-
tributes to construct homophilic and heterophilic latent graphs.
Furthermore, we introduce an adaptive dual-frequency seman-
tic fusion mechanism incorporating dual-pass graph filtering,
which can simultaneously handle complex homophilic and
heterophilic neighborhood patterns and facilitate node-wise
modeling. Finally, we exploit the meticulously constructed
latent graphs as category-guided information to guide the rep-
resentation learning process. In the context of the homophilic
latent graph, the neighboring nodes predominantly belong to
the same category, thereby facilitating the acquisition of shared
information about that specific category. On the contrary,
the heterophilic latent graph exhibits a notable presence of
neighbors from diverse categories, which provides valuable
guidance by exposing the distinct characteristics between
different categories. Our approach of concurrent guidance
from homophilic and heterophilic latent graphs embodies
significant innovation in the existing domains of heterogeneous
and homogeneous graph learning. To ensure scalability and
computational efficiency in large-scale graphs, we further
optimize LatGRL to improve practical applicability.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows.
• To our knowledge, this is the first work considering se-

mantic heterophily in unsupervised heterogeneous graph
learning. We define semantic heterophily and explore
complex node neighborhood patterns through in-depth
empirical study.

• We propose a novel framework to address the challenges
of semantic heterophily. LatGRL employs a similarity
mining approach that couples global structures and fea-
tures and constructs homophilic and heterophilic latent
graphs to guide representation learning. An adaptive dual-
frequency semantic fusion mechanism with dual-pass
graph filtering is proposed to handle the various patterns
of the node neighborhoods.

• A scalable method is further developed for large-scale
data. Extensive experiments in classification and cluster-
ing demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of our
approach.

II. PRELIMINARY

A. Unsupervised Heterogeneous Graph Representation Learn-
ing

A heterogeneous graph can be defined as a graph G =
(V, E , ϕ, ψ), where V is the node set and E is the edge
set. ϕ : V → T is the node-type mapping function where
T = {ϕ(v) : v ∈ V}, and ψ : E → R is the edge-type
mapping function where R = {ψ(e) : e ∈ E}.
Definition 1. Mete-path. A meta-path P : T1

R1−−→ T2
R2−−→

· · · Rl−−→ Tl+1 (abbreviated as T1T2 · · · Tl+1) defines a compo-
sition relation R = R1 ◦R2 ◦ · · · ◦Rl between nodes of type
T1 and Tl+1, where ◦ denotes the composition operator.

TABLE I
FREQUENTLY USED NOTATIONS.

Notation Description

G The heterogeneous graph.
GΦ The homogeneous mete-path subgraph.
P,N, df The number of meta-paths/target nodes/attributes.
X The attribute matrix of target nodes.
Xi· The attribute vector of node vi.
AΦ,LΦ The Adjacency/Laplacian matrix of GΦ.
NΦ

i The neighbors set of node vi based on meta-path Φ.
yi The label of node vi.

MΦ The random walk normalized adjacency matrix of GΦ.
sim(vi, vj) The coupled similarity between two nodes.
AS ,AW The adjacency matrices of homophilic/heterophilic latent graphs.
HΦ,l,HΦ,h The low-frequency/high-frequency node representations of GΦ.
Z The semantic-fusion node representations.
Zl,Zh The node representations of homophilic/heterophilic latent graphs.
r The filter order.
K The number of neighbors in latent graphs.
kpos The number of positive samplers.
γ The sharpening hyper-parameter in LSCE .
τ The temperature hyper-parameter in LC .

H(GΦ) The Meta-path-level Semantic Homophily ratio (MHR).
h(vi)Φ The Node-level Semantic Homophily ratio (NHR).
Pi The positive samples set of node vi.
I(Z,Zl) The mutual information between Z and Zl.
L The overall loss function.

⊙ The Hadamard product.
σ(·) The non-linear activation function.
[· ∥ ·] The concatenation operation.

Definition 2. Mete-path Subgraph. A meta-path subgraph
is defined as a graph GΦ = (VΦ, EΦ) induced by the meta-
path Φ = T1T2 · · · Tl+1. The meta-path subgraph becomes a
homogeneous graph with edges in the relation defined by the
meta-path Φ if T1 = Tl+1, which is usually used in meta-path-
based HG algorithms.

UHGRL aims to learn low-dimensional node representations
without the supervision of labels. In this paper, we adopt the
previous task setting that focuses solely on a specific type
of nodes [7], denoted as target nodes, which are used in
downstream tasks such as node classification and clustering.
Our proposed framework is rooted in the foundation of meta-
path, expanding its horizons to encompass the vast domain of
multi-view graph learning.

Given a heterogeneous graph G with node attribute matrix
X ∈ RN×df , where N is the number of target nodes, we
define Xi· ∈ Rdf as the feature vector of ith node and x ∈ RN

is a column of the feature matrix representing a graph signal.
Based on a set of meta-paths, we denote AΦ as the symmetric
adjacency matrix of homogeneous subgraph GΦ induced by
the meta-path Φ. DΦ is the degree matrix of GΦ with DΦii =∑

j A
Φ
ij and LΦ is the corresponding Laplacian matrix defined

as LΦ = DΦ−AΦ. Furthermore, the renormalized version of
the adjacency matrix with self-loop is defined as ÃΦ

sym =

D̃
− 1

2

Φ ÃΦD̃
− 1

2

Φ and the corresponding renormalized Laplacian
matrix is denoted by L̃Φ

sym = D̃
− 1

2

Φ L̃ΦD̃
− 1

2

Φ = I − ÃΦ
sym,

where ÃΦ = AΦ+I, L̃Φ = LΦ+I, and D̃Φ = DΦ+I. More
frequently used notations are summarized in Table I.

B. Homophily versus Heterophily

Two nodes are considered similar if they share the same
label [11]. In a homogeneous graph, edges connecting two
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nodes with the same label are homophilic, while edges con-
necting nodes of different labels are heterophilic. Therefore,
homogeneous graphs can be categorized into homophilic (ho-
mophily) graphs and heterophilic (heterophily) graphs on the
basis of the proportion of homophilic edges. The edge level
homophily ratio (HR) is usually defined as [12]:

H(G) = 1

| E |
∑

(vi,vj)∈E

1(yi = yj) (1)

where | E | is the size of edge set, yi is the label of node vi
and 1(·) denotes the indicator function (i.e., 1(·) = 1 if the
condition holds, otherwise 1(·) = 0). A graph is considered
homophilic when the edge level homophily ratio is large
(typically, 0.5 ≤ H(·) ≤ 1); otherwise, it is a heterophilic
graph.

C. Graph Filtering

From a spectral perspective, the Laplacian filter ampli-
fies the high-frequency components and suppresses the low-
frequency components in the graph, while affinity matri-
ces, such as the renormalized adjacency matrix, exhibit the
opposite behavior [13]. On the other hand, from a spatial
perspective, the application of filters Ãsym and L̃sym to the
graph signal x ∈ R

N can be interpreted as operations of
aggregation and diversification. Formally:

(Ãsymx)i =
1

| Ni |
∑
j∈Ni

xj (2)

(L̃symx)i =
1

| Ni |
∑
j∈Ni

(xi − xj) (3)

where Ni is the neighbor set of node vi with self-loop.
Therefore, these two operations aim to smooth and sharpen the
node features, respectively, and then capture the commonalities
and differences among neighborhoods [14]. Most existing
GNN encoders are essentially equivalent to low-pass graph
filters [15], which limits their effectiveness to graphs with high
homophily levels. Some research has attempted to introduce
high-pass filters to handle heterophilic graphs [16]. These
filters can sharpen the features of nodes across heterophilic
edges, thereby avoiding the ambiguity of representations be-
tween nodes of different categories.

III. EMPIRICAL STUDY

We propose the notion of Semantic Homophily in hetero-
geneous graphs, which refers to the tendency for nodes of
the same type, connected by meta-paths, to possess similar
features or identical labels. Conversely, when nodes of the
same type exhibit dissimilar features or different labels, we
refer to it as Semantic Heterophily. To manifest the dis-
tinctions among different semantic relations, we calculate the
homophily ratio separately for each homogeneous meta-path
subgraph extracted from different meta-paths and refer to it as
the meta-path-level semantic homophily ratio.
Definition 3. Meta-path-level Semantic Homophily ratio
(MHR). Given a meta-path Φ = T1T2 · · · Tl+1 with T1 = Tl+1

TABLE II
THE HR (%) OF THE KNN GRAPHS COMPARED TO THE MHR (%) OF THE

ORIGINAL HETEROGENEOUS GRAPHS.

Dataset Node Type MHR
HR of

KNN Graph
K=5 K=10

ACM
Paper (P),

Author (A), Subject (S)
PAP: 80.85
PSP: 63.93

74.17 72.01

IMDB
Movie (M),

Director (D), Author (A)
MDM: 61.41
MAM: 44.43

46.91 45.43

DBLP
Author (A), Paper (P),

Conference (C), Term (T)

APA: 79.88
APCPA: 66.97
APTPA: 32.45

68.39 65.91

Yelp
Business (B), Service (S),

User (U), Rating Levels (L)

BSB: 64.08
BUB: 44.97
BLB: 38.76

88.69 88.25

and the node label vector y, we define the meta-path-level
semantic homophily ratio as:

H(GΦ) =
1

| EΦ |
∑

(vi,vj)∈EΦ

1(yi = yj) (4)

where | EΦ | is the number of edges in GΦ. With the aid of
MHR, we comprehensively evaluate the semantic homophily
levels of four popular heterogeneous graph datasets in Table
II. Note that many graph contrastive learning methods rely
on the K Nearest Neighbors (KNN) algorithm applied to
node features for positive sampling or the contrastive view
constructing [3], [17]. Therefore, we also assess the HR of
the KNN graph, where cosine distance is adopted to measure
distance.

The results demonstrate that different relations from the
same heterogeneous graph exhibit varying degrees of semantic
homophily. Specifically, certain meta-paths tend to connect
nodes of the same class, while others are more likely to
connect nodes of different classes. Moreover, it is intriguing
that the positive sampling technique, KNN, is not universally
reliable. Except for Yelp, the HR of the KNN graph is
consistently lower than that of the highest meta-path subgraph
in the original graph. Furthermore, as K increases, the HR of
the KNN graph decreases further. However, MHR overlooks
the disparities between different nodes. So, we define the
semantic homophily ratio at the node level.
Definition 4. Node-level Semantic Homophily ratio (NHR).
Given a heterogeneous graph G with a meta-path set {Φp |
p = 1, 2, · · · , P}, the node-level semantic homophily ratio is
defined:

h(vi)Φp
=

1

| NΦp

i |

∑
vj∈NΦp

i

1(yi = yj) (5)

h(vi) = {h(vi)Φp | p = 1, 2 · · ·P} (6)

where NΦp

i is the neighbors set of node vi based on meta-path
Φp and P is the number of meta-paths.

Fig. 2(a), 2(b), and 2(c) present the Gaussian Kernel Density
Estimation [18] of NHR corresponding to each meta-path in
the real-world datasets, and the other plots show the binary
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(a) ACM (1D) (b) DBLP (1D) (c) Yelp (1D)

(d) Yelp (BSB & BUB) (e) Yelp (BSB & BLB) (f) Yelp (BUB & BLB)

Fig. 2. Node-level semantic homophily ratio distributions. Each real-world heterogeneous graph has diverse node neighborhood patterns.

joint density estimation. In the univariate density plot, it can
be observed that there is a significant distribution of nodes in
both high and low homophily ratio regions across any given
meta-path. For a meta-path with a higher MHR, there are more
nodes in the high NHR region. In the binary joint density plot
of the Yelp dataset, we could find that nodes with a high
NHR based on BSB exhibit a varied NHR based on BUB.
While some nodes display a high NHR, others show a low
one. The same phenomenon could also be observed in other
plots, implying that the neighborhood patterns of nodes in a
heterogeneous graph are diverse. In conclusion, we summarize
our empirical observation and identify three specific manifes-
tations of semantic heterophily in heterogeneous graphs:

• Observation 1: For a given meta-path, the node-level
semantic homophily ratio shows a diverse range, with
some nodes having high ratios and others having low
ratios.

• Observation 2: Semantic homophily ratios at the node
level based on various meta-paths exhibit diversity be-
tween distinct nodes, indicating that the relative ranking
of semantic homophily ratios at the meta-path level
cannot account for the neighborhood pattern of each
node.

• Observation 3: The reliability of the node features is
not always guaranteed, as feature similarity may not al-
ways provide better category discriminability than graph
structural proximity.

The three manifestations pose significant challenges in
addressing UHGRL. In the context of semantic heterophily
pointed out in Observations 1 and 2, the use of low-pass
filtering could potentially result in a reduction in the dis-

tinctiveness of node representations for various categories
within the local vicinity. Furthermore, the diverse patterns
of node neighborhoods prevent the effective application of
the semantic fusion mechanism with shared weights to all
nodes. These limitations of the key components used in most
existing methods hinder the generation of high-quality node
representations. In addition, the intricate semantic heterophily
inherent in structures and the limitations of node features pose
formidable challenges in extracting positive samples. Mining
of positive samples is of paramount importance in the context
of the investigation of unsupervised representation learning
[19]. In contrast, the mere consideration of all meta-path-
based neighbors as positive samples or the sole reliance on
node features for positive sampling may lead to suboptimal
performance.

IV. UHGRL UNDER SEMANTIC HETEROPHILY

To overcome the above challenges, we propose Latent
Graphs Guided Unsupervised Representation Learning (Lat-
GRL). As illustrated in Fig. 3, LatGRL comprises three
main modules: (1) construction of latent graphs by coupling
structure and feature similarity, (2) adaptive dual-frequency
semantic fusion using dual-pass graph filtering, and (3) latent
graphs guided learning that maximizes mutual information
between the original semantically rich graph and latent graphs.
Through the collaborative efforts of these three components,
LatGRL performs adaptive semantic fusion and generates
high-quality representations for nodes.
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Fig. 3. Illustration for our proposed framework LatGRL. It uses the coupled similarity measurement to construct a duo of latent graphs, guiding the
representation learning. Additionally, it employs dual-pass graph filtering for node-wise adaptive fusion to tackle the challenges posed by semantic heterophily
in heterogeneous graphs.

A. Latent Graphs Construction
Inspired by recent research on unsupervised homogeneous

graph learning that leverages prior structures and features
for positive sampling [20], we present a similarity mining
approach that couples structures and features in heterogeneous
graphs to achieve superior positive sample extraction.

Two nodes sharing similar neighborhood structures often
possess identical characteristics and labels [21]. Hence, we
begin by focusing on structure similarity and propose a simple
yet effective methodology. Within the heterogeneous graphs,
gauging the structure similarity amongst nodes necessitates
a comprehensive evaluation of their topological structures
spanning various relations. Based on this, we propose the
concept of global structure similarity. Formally, the similarity
of the global structure between two nodes of identical type is
evaluated by considering all meta-path subgraphs {GΦp | p =
1, 2, · · · , P}:

MΦp = D̃ΦpÃ
Φp , M =

1

P

P∑
p=1

MΦp (7)

simT (vi, vj) =
M⊤

i·Mj·

∥ Mi· ∥ · ∥ Mj· ∥
= ⟨Mi·,Mj·⟩ (8)

where MΦp represents random walk normalized adjacency
matrix of meta-path subgraph GΦp . We obtain the probability
diffusion matrix M by averaging over all meta-paths. The
element of M represents the combined probability of each
node randomly walking to other nodes through multiple rela-
tions, capturing its local structural information. The structure
similarity between two nodes is defined as the cosine value
of their diffusion vectors. A larger value indicates a higher
proportion of shared neighbors along all meta-paths.

Subsequently, we achieve the ultimate measurement of
node similarity within the heterogeneous graph by adaptively
amalgamating both global structures and features. Specifically,
the similarity between the nodes vi and vj can be repre-
sented as: sim(vi, vj) = simT (vi, vj) · simF (vi, vj), where
simF (vi, vj) =

X⊤
i·Xj·

∥Xi·∥·∥Xj·∥ denotes the cosine similarity of
node features. It should be noted that the initial node features
have undergone normalization, ensuring that every element
adheres to a range greater than or equal to zero. Consequently,
the calculated similarity values sim(vi, vj) ∈ [0, 1].

To overcome the semantic heterophily inherent in structures,
we embark on constructing a duo latent graph by using the
coupled similarity measurement: the homophilic latent graph
and the heterophilic latent graph. Specific formulas are as
follows:

ST
i,j = simT (vi, vj), SF

i,j = simF (vi, vj) (9)

S = ST ⊙ SF (10)

W = (1.− ST )⊙ (1.− SF ) (11)

AS = Top(S− I,K), AW = Top(W,K) (12)

where ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product. S represents the
similarity matrix, where a higher value indicates a greater
probability of belonging to the same category. On the contrary,
W represents the dissimilarity matrix. Top(·,K) refers to
selecting the top K elements of each row, setting their values
to 1, and setting the other values to 0. AS and AW can be seen
as adjacency matrices of homophilic and heterophilic latent
graphs, respectively. In fact, for each node, when constructing
the homophilic latent graph, we consider searching for the
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most similar nodes among the 1-hop and 2-hop meta-path-
based neighbors of the same type, excluding the node itself.
On the other hand, the heterophilic latent graph focuses more
on the extraction of negative samples that are distant in the
topological structure.

B. Adaptive Dual-frequency Semantic Fusion

Due to the numerous heterophilic connections, we introduce
high-pass graph filtering to sharpen the features of neighboring
nodes, thereby avoiding the confusion of representations from
different categories. Learning complex filters often requires
supervision signals from label information, which is not suit-
able for unsupervised tasks [22]. In contrast, we propose a
simple and interpretable mechanism. We use ÃΦ

sym as the low-
pass filter to capture low-frequency information and preserve
commonalities among neighborhoods. Simultaneously, L̃Φ

sym

is employed as the high-pass filter to retain high-frequency
information and sharpen the representations of nodes along
the edges. Graph filtering is applied on the node embedding:

HΦp,l = (ÃΦp
sym)rf(X) (13)

HΦp,h = (L̃Φp
sym)rf(X) (14)

H̃
Φp,l
i· = norm(H

Φp,l
i· ), H̃

Φp,h
i· = norm(H

Φp,h
i· ) (15)

where f(·) : Rdf → R
d denotes the node encoder, which

is implemented using MLP in this study. HΦp,l and HΦp,h

are the low-frequency smoothed representations and the high-
frequency sharpened representations in the context of meta-
path Φp, respectively. r is the filter order. To eliminate the
influence of representation magnitude, we apply L2 Normal-
ization to each node representation, given as norm(h) = h

∥h∥ .
Subsequently, the two representations of each meta-path

view are collectively fed into a shared decoder g(·) : Rd →
R

df . The Scaled Cosine Error (SCE) [23] is employed as the
reconstruction loss to ensure that the representations of each
meta-path preserve sufficient information. The contribution of
simple samples can be controlled by adjusting the sharpening
parameter γ:

X̂p = g([H̃Φp,l ∥ H̃Φp,h]) (16)

LSCE =
1

N · P

P∑
p=1

N∑
i=1

(
1− X⊤

i· X̂
p
i·

∥ Xi· ∥ · ∥ X̂p
i· ∥

)γ

(17)

where [· ∥ ·] denotes the row-wise concatenation operation.
The decoder is also implemented using an MLP in this study.

Section III emphasizes that the node-level semantic ho-
mophily ratios based on various meta-paths exhibit diversity
across distinct nodes. This finding underscores the necessity
of employing an adaptive encoding mechanism to handle the
varied patterns of node neighborhoods. Therefore, we propose
an innovative approach, dubbed the adaptive dual-frequency
semantic fusion method for node-wise modeling:

ωl
i,p = σ(q⊤

l H̃
Φp,l
i· ), ωh

i,p = σ(q⊤
h H̃

Φp,h
i· ) (18)

βl
i,p =

exp(ωl
i,p)∑P

j=1 exp(ω
l
i,j) +

∑P
j=1 exp(ω

h
i,j)

(19)

βh
i,p =

exp(ωh
i,p)∑P

j=1 exp(ω
l
i,j) +

∑P
j=1 exp(ω

h
i,j)

(20)

Zi =

P∑
p=1

βl
i,p · H̃

Φp,l
i· +

P∑
p=1

βh
i,p · H̃

Φp,h
i· (21)

where ql and qh denote the learnable attention vectors as-
sociated with low-frequency and high-frequency information,
respectively. βl

i,p and βh
i,p are the fusion weights for the low-

pass and high-pass representations of node vi in the meta-path
Φp. σ(·) is the non-linear activation function. Zi represents the
final representation of node vi, which would be used in the
downstream tasks. Many existing UHGRL methods use shared
semantic fusion weights for all nodes [7], [8]. On the contrary,
our method focuses on adaptive dual-frequency fusion, tailored
for nodes with different neighborhood patterns.

C. Latent Graphs Guided Learning

We address the lack of label information in UHGRL by ex-
ploring self-supervised signals from the data. Unlike existing
methods that rely on predefined data augmentation techniques
like random edge deletion or random feature removal to
generate contrastive views [10], which could be harmful in
heterophily graphs [12], our approach leverages latent graphs
to provide valuable supervision signals. The homophilic latent
graph mainly encompasses nodes with shared class neighbors,
so we use low-pass filtering to extract common traits within
the same category. In contrast, the heterophilic latent graph
comprises nodes whose neighbors represent different cate-
gories, motivating high-pass filtering to reveal differentiating
information among distinct categories. The process of latent
graph encoding is as follows:

Zl = (ÃS
sym)rf(X), Zh = (L̃W

sym)rf(X) (22)

where ÃS
sym and L̃W

sym are the renormalized versions. Then,
we maximize the mutual information between the semantic
fusion representations Z and the latent graph representations
Zl and Zh, where Zl provides communal information within
the same category and Zh captures distinction characteristics
among different categories. Both of them collectively guide
the representation learning process. The optimization objective
can be written as follows:

max
θ
I(Z,Zl) + I(Z,Zh) (23)

where θ is the parameters of the model. The InfoNCE objective
is used as the lower bound of mutual information [24]. We
also employ commonly used positive sampling techniques in
contrastive learning. Unlike previous methods that relied on
neighboring nodes [7] or employed the KNN algorithm [25],
we leverage the previously defined similarity measurement
coupling global structures and features to select positive sam-
ples. Specifically, for a given node vi, the positive samples
set Pi = arg topj(sim(vi, vj), kpos), which means selecting
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Algorithm 1: The optimization of LatGRL
Input: Heterogeneous graph G; Node attributes X;

Meta-path set {Φ1, · · · ,ΦP }; Epochs E
Output: Learned node representations Z

1 Initialize parameters;
2 Construct latent graphs {AS ,AW } by Eq.(12);
3 for e=1,2,...,E do
4 for each Φp in {Φ1, · · · ,ΦP } do
5 Obtain dual-frequency node representations

{H̃Φp,l, H̃Φp,h} by Eq.(15);
6 end
7 Calculate the reconstruction loss LSCE by Eq.(17);
8 Obtain fusion node representations Z by Eq.(21);
9 Obtain latent graphs node representations {Zl,Zh}

by Eq.(22);
10 Calculate the contrastive loss LC by Eq.(25);
11 Calculate the total loss L and update parameters;
12 end
13 return node representations Z;

the top kpos nodes that have the highest similarity with vi as
its positive samples. Z, Zl, and Zh are projected to a shared
latent space using separate learnable MLPs for fair similarity
measurement and loss calculation. The contrastive loss for
node vi can be formulated as follows:

L(Zi,Z
l
i) = − log

∑
vj∈Pi

e⟨Z̃i, Z̃l
j⟩/τ∑

vk∈Vt
e⟨Z̃i, Z̃l

k⟩/τ
(24)

where Z̃i is non-linear projection of vi’s representation in
the latent space, ⟨·, ·⟩ refers to the cosine similarity, and τ
is the temperature parameter. During full graph training, Vt

represents the entire set of target nodes. However, for the mini-
batch training, Vt denotes the sampled nodes set within each
batch. The contrastive loss is defined as the average of all
target nodes:

LC =
1

2N

N∑
i=1

[L(Zi,Z
l
i) + L(Zl

i,Zi)]+

1

2N

N∑
i=1

[L(Zi,Z
h
i ) + L(Zh

i ,Zi)]

(25)

Consequently, the overall objective of LatGRL, which we
aim to minimize, consists of two loss terms:

L = LC + LSCE (26)

We provide the overall process of LatGRL in the Algorithm
1. The concurrent guidance from homophilic and heterophilic
latent graphs offers valuable supervision signals for unsu-
pervised representation learning, while also seamlessly ac-
commodating single meta-paths or homogeneous graphs. The
mechanism of latent graphs-guided learning remains unex-
plored in the current landscape of graph learning, highlighting
the innovation of our approach in both heterogeneous and
homogeneous graph domains.

D. Scalable Implementation

To accommodate large-scale heterogeneous graph data, we
develop a scalable implementation called LatGRL-S, which
consists of the following two steps.

Scalable Latent Graph Construction. In the process of
latent graph construction, the calculation of the similarity
between each node and all other nodes is impractical for real-
world graphs. Therefore, we only use first-order neighboring
nodes to construct the homophilic latent graph, as the num-
ber of first-order neighbors in large-scale graphs is typically
substantial. In contrast, for the heterophilic latent graph, we
employ an anchor-based construction approach. Formally:

N S
i = arg top

vj∈N̄i

(
simT (vi, vj) · simF (vi, vj),K

)
(27)

NW
i = arg top

vj∈U

(
[1− simT (vi, vj)] · [1− simF (vi, vj)],K

)
(28)

where N̄i =
⋃P

p=1 NΦp
represents all first-order neighbors

of node vi based on all meta-paths and U is the anchor set
consisting of m randomly selected nodes. N S

i and NW
i denote

the neighbor sets of node vi in the homophilic and heterophilic
latent graph, respectively. It is worth noting that we are not
performing simple neighbor sampling. The homophilic latent
graph primarily focuses on local information, constructing
personalized homophilic neighborhoods for each node based
on its local context. For the heterophilic latent graph, the
anchor graph construction could emphasize global information
to capture inter-class differences.

Mini-Batch Training with Pre-Filtering. In the imple-
mentation of LatGRL, graph filtering is performed on the
embeddings, resulting in filtering calculations being executed
during each training epoch. To enhance training efficiency,
we first pre-filter the raw features to obtain low-frequency
and high-frequency features before training. Subsequently,
during the mini-batch training, the two features are fed to the
encoding layer. The entire process is illustrated as follows:

Pre-Filtering:

XΦp,l = (ÃΦp
sym)rX, XΦp,h = (L̃Φp

sym)rX (29)

Mini-Batch Training:

H
Φp,l
B = f(X

Φp,l
B ), H

Φp,h
B = f(X

Φp,h
B ) (30)

ZB = Fusion(HΦ1,l
B , · · · ,HΦP ,l

B ; HΦ1,h
B , · · · ,HΦP ,h

B ) (31)

where H
Φp,l
B and H

Φp,h
B represents the low-frequency and

high-frequency representations of the sampled nodes in each
batch under the meta-path Φp, respectively. ZB denotes the
final representations of these nodes. The node representations
of latent graphs are also obtained through pre-filtering and
dimensionality reduction processes. This decoupled implemen-
tation approach enhances training efficiency by eliminating
the need for time-consuming and resource-intensive neighbor
sampling and message aggregation operations in each mini-
batch. Following LatGRL, we then employ the latent graphs
guided learning method to achieve model training. The loss is
computed only for the nodes within the batch.
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TABLE III
THE TIME COMPLEXITY IN EVERY TRAINING EPOCH.

Method HeCo HGMAE LatGRL-S

Complexity O
(
D(N2 + E +ND)

)
O

(
N2 +D(E +ND)

)
O (ND(B +D))

E. Time Complexity

Due to the sparsity of real-world heterogeneous graphs,
we implement graph filtering with sparse matrix techniques.
For simplicity, we use the same D as the dimensional-
ity of input features and node representations, and B as
the batch size of mini-batch training and the number of
anchors for scalable latent graph construction. N and E
are the number of target nodes and edges. r is the fil-
ter order. Since latent graph construction only needs to
be done once before training, we divide the analysis into
two stages: Preprocessing and Training. For LatGRL, the
complexity of the preprocessing stage is O

(
N2(N +D)

)
.

The training stage includes graph filtering and loss calcu-
lation, with a complexity of O

(
D(N2 + rE +ND)

)
. For

LatGRL-S, the preprocessing stage involves scalable latent
graph construction and pre-filtering, with a complexity of
O (E(N + rD) +NB(N +D)). The training stage has a
complexity of O (ND(B +D)). We compare our complexity
with baselines in Table III. It can be observed that existing
methods require a complexity of at least O(N2) during the
training phase. In contrast, our method is only linear, demon-
strating the significant advantage of LatGRL-S in handling
large-scale graph data.

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental setup

Datasets. We employ four benchmark heterogeneous at-
tributed graph datasets and a large-scale heterogeneous graph
dataset. The statistics of these datasets are presented in Table
IV.

• DBLP [26]. DBLP is extracted from the computer science
bibliography website and the target nodes are authors that
are divided into 4 categories.

• ACM [27]. ACM is an academic paper dataset and the
target nodes are papers that are divided into 3 categories.

• IMDB [27]. IMDB is a subset of the Internet Movie
Database and the target nodes are movies that are divided
into 3 categories.

• Yelp [28]. Yelp is extracted from the merchant review
website and the target nodes are businesses that are
divided into 3 categories.

• Ogbn-mag [29]. Ogbn-mag is a subset of the Microsoft
Academic Graph and the target nodes are papers that are
divided into 349 categories.

Baselines. We compare LatGRL with 11 other state-of-the-
art methods, which can be grouped into three categories:

• Semi-supervised Learning Methods: GAT [30] incor-
porates neighborhood attention mechanisms for homoge-
neous graphs, while HAN [31] uses hierarchical attention
for heterogeneous graphs.

TABLE IV
THE STATISTICS OF THE DATASETS.

Datasets Node Relation Meta-path Features

DBLP

Author (A): 4057
Paper (P): 14328

Conference (C): 20
Term (T): 7723

P-A: 19645
P-C: 14328
P-T: 85810

APA
APCPA
APTPA

334

ACM
Paper (P): 4019

Author (A): 7167
Subject (S): 60

P-A: 13407
P-S: 4019

PAP
PSP

1902

IMDB
Movie (M): 4278

Director (D): 2081
Actor (A): 5257

M-D: 4278
M-A: 12828

MDM
MAM

3066

Yelp

Business (B): 2614
User (U): 1286
Service (S): 4

Rating Levels (L): 9

B-U: 30838
B-S: 2614
B-L: 2614

BUB
BSB
BLB

82

Ogbn-mag

Paper (P): 736389
Author (A): 1134649
Institution (I): 8740

Field (F): 59965

P-A: 7145660
P-P: 5416271
P-F: 7505078
A-I: 1043998

PP
PAP

128

• Unsupervised Heterogeneous Graph Representation
Learning Methods: DGI [19] maximizes agreement
between node representations and global representations.
GraphMAE [23] is a masked graph autoencoder that
incorporates graph masking and feature reconstruction.
DGI and GraphMAE are both methods for homogeneous
graphs. Mp2vec [32] is a shallow heterogeneous graph
embedding method using meta-path-based random walks.
DMGI [6] maximizes the mutual information between
local and global information and includes semantic con-
sistency constraints. HeCo [7] constructs contrastive loss
between meta-paths and network schemas. MEOW [8]
contrasts coarse-grained and fine-grained views and in-
corporates negative sample importance mining. DuaLGR
[33] is a multi-view graph clustering method that intro-
duces structural and feature pseudo labels. HGMAE [9]
explores masked autoencoders in heterogeneous graphs.

• Unsupervised Learning Methods For Heterophily:
GREET [25] addresses neighborhood heterophily in ho-
mogeneous graphs by using an edge discriminator to
differentiate between homophilic and heterophilic edges.

Settings. To ensure fair comparisons, we conduct 10 runs
of all experiments and report the average results. For each
dataset, we use the features of target nodes and set the
final representation dimension to 64. For random-walk-based
methods like Mp2vec, we set the number of walks per node
to 40, the walk length to 100, and the window size to 5. For
the homogeneous graph methods like GAT, DGI, GraphMAE,
and GREET, we evaluate them on each meta-path subgraph
and select the optimal results, following [7]–[9]. A portion of
the results for comparative methods is cited from [9].

We initialize parameters using Kaiming initialization [34]
and train the model with Adam optimizer. We conduct experi-
ments with different learning rates ranging from {1e-3, 5e-4}
and penalty weights for L2-norm regularization from {1e-3,
1e-4, 0}. Early stopping is used with a patience of 10 epochs,
stopping training if the total loss did not decrease for patience
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TABLE V
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS (%±σ) ON NODE CLASSIFICATION. THE BEST, RUNNER-UP AND THIRD-BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED USING BOLD,

UNDERLINE, AND
::::::::::
UNDER-WAVE, RESPECTIVELY.

Datasets Metric Split
GAT HAN Mp2vec DGI DMGI HeCo GraphMAE MEOW DuaLGR HGMAE GREET

LatGRL-S LatGRL2018 2019 2017 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2023 2023 2023

DBLP

Ma-F1
20 90.60±0.4 89.31±0.9 88.98±0.2 87.93±2.4 89.94±0.4 91.28±0.2 88.76±0.3

:::::::
92.57±0.4 90.56±0.3 92.28±0.5 78.44±0.9 92.65±0.4 94.23±0.2

40 90.72±0.4 88.87±1.0 88.68±0.2 88.62±0.6 89.25±0.4 90.34±0.3 89.01±0.2 91.47±0.2 90.30±0.4 92.12±0.3 78.39±0.2
::::::

92.10±0.2 93.97±0.2
60 90.78±0.1 89.20±0.8 90.25±0.1 89.19±0.9 89.46±0.6 90.64±0.3 88.85±0.2 93.49±0.2 91.54±0.2 92.33±0.3 80.58±0.2

::::::
93.23±0.2 94.60±0.2

Mi-F1
20 89.94±0.5 90.16±0.9 89.67±0.1 88.72±2.6 90.78±0.3 91.97±0.2 89.71±0.3

:::::::
93.06±0.4 91.14±0.3 92.71±0.5 79.07±1.0 93.18±0.4 94.68±0.2

40 90.37±0.4 89.47±0.9 89.14±0.2 89.22±0.5 89.92±0.4 91.97±0.2 89.61±0.3 91.77±0.2 90.79±0.4 92.43±0.3 78.57±0.3
::::::

92.41±0.2 94.21±0.2
60 90.11±0.2 90.34±0.8 91.17±0.1 90.35±0.8 90.66±0.5 91.59±0.2 89.96±0.2 94.13±0.2 92.35±0.2 93.05±0.3 81.33±0.1

::::::
93.95±0.2 95.13±0.2

AUC
20 98.05±0.4 98.07±0.6 97.69±0.0 96.99±1.4 97.75±0.3 98.32±0.1 97.77±1.2

:::::::
99.09±0.1 98.74±0.1 98.90±0.1 93.25±0.1 99.17±0.1 99.48±0.1

40 97.92±0.2 97.48±0.6 97.08±0.0 97.12±0.4 97.23±0.2 98.06±0.1 97.79±0.4
:::::::
98.81±0.1 98.42±0.2 98.55±0.1 92.57±0.0 98.95±0.0 99.12±0.1

60 98.24±0.2 97.96±0.5 98.00±0.0 97.76±0.5 97.72±0.4 98.59±0.1 98.26±0.3 99.41±0.0 99.05±0.1 98.89±0.1 94.31±0.0
::::::

99.36±0.0 99.50±0.0

ACM

Ma-F1
20 88.33±0.8 85.66±2.1 51.91±0.9 79.27±3.8 87.86±0.2 88.56±0.8 83.65±1.3

:::::::
91.93±0.3 89.22±0.3 90.66±0.4 90.21±0.3 92.84±0.2 93.38±0.1

40 87.45±0.2 87.47±1.1 62.41±0.6 80.23±3.3 86.23±0.8 87.61±0.5 85.86±0.6
:::::::
91.35±0.3 89.04±0.4 90.15±0.6 90.83±0.2 92.04±0.2 92.32±0.3

60 89.19±0.1 88.41±1.1 61.13±0.4 80.03±3.3 87.97±0.4 89.04±0.5 86.21±0.5
:::::::
92.10±0.3 89.30±0.3 91.59±0.4 90.76±0.1 92.11±0.3 92.54±0.1

Mi-F1
20 88.34±0.7 85.11±2.2 53.13±0.9 79.63±3.5 87.60±0.8 88.13±0.8 83.66±1.4

:::::::
91.82±0.3 89.24±0.3 90.24±0.5 89.82±0.1 92.61±0.2 93.27±0.1

40 87.24±0.2 87.21±1.2 64.43±0.6 80.41±3.0 86.02±0.9 87.45±0.5 86.01±0.7
:::::::
91.33±0.3 89.08±0.4 90.18±0.6 90.66±0.2 91.93±0.3 92.12±0.3

60 89.14±0.1 88.10±1.2 62.72±0.3 80.15±3.2 87.82±0.5 88.71±0.5 86.12±0.5 91.99±0.3 88.97±0.5 91.34±0.4 90.66±0.1
::::::

91.88±0.3 92.35±0.1

AUC
20 96.76±0.2 93.47±1.5 71.66±0.7 91.47±2.3 96.72±0.3 96.49±0.3 94.07±0.2

:::::::
98.43±0.2 97.82±0.1 97.69±0.1 98.01±0.2 98.59±0.1 98.67±0.0

40 96.58±0.1 94.84±0.9 80.48±0.4 91.52±2.3 96.35±0.3 96.40±0.4 94.94±0.1
:::::::
97.94±0.1 97.57±0.1 97.52±0.1 98.39±0.0 98.29±0.3 98.57±0.1

60 97.05±0.0 94.68±1.4 79.33±0.4 91.41±1.9 96.79±0.2 96.55±0.3 95.34±0.2
:::::::
98.40±0.2 97.40±0.2 97.87±0.1 98.05±0.0 98.44±0.3 98.71±0.0

IMDB

Ma-F1
20 35.70±2.7 27.50±1.5 40.18±0.7 28.62±2.9

:::::::
50.99±1.5 36.38±0.2 16.99±0.4 49.19±0.3 40.12±1.0 46.55±0.4 42.28±0.1 51.42±0.4 53.10±0.6

40 44.5±1.89 37.65±1.9 41.64±1.1 35.12±0.9 53.26±1.5 44.66±0.3 17.52±0.3 49.78±0.5 41.31±0.8 45.86±1.0 52.90±0.2
::::::

53.11±0.4 57.07±0.4
60 48.3±1.5 46.87±1.6 45.54±0.9 35.99±1.0 55.54±1.5 45.87±0.2 18.25±0.3 51.99±1.0 41.13±0.7 48.02±1.1 51.81±0.2

::::::
55.12±0.2 58.72±0.2

Mi-F1
20 21.72±6.1 37.08±0.6 41.22±0.8 38.09±1.0

:::::::
51.56±1.5 42.13±0.1 34.21±0.3 50.86±0.3 42.73±0.9 48.39±0.6 46.04±0.2 52.01±0.8 53.83±0.7

40 41.55±3.7 43.25±1.3 43.80±0.9 42.42±0.3
:::::::
53.32±1.5 47.17±0.2 35.68±0.3 51.18±0.5 42.98±0.7 47.52±1.0 53.13±0.2 53.65±0.4 57.62±0.4

60 44.62±2.5 49.80±1.0 47.68±0.7 44.78±0.4 56.00±1.4 49.15±0.1 37.74±0.3 53.42±0.8 43.93±0.6 50.95±0.9 52.58±0.3
::::::

55.65±0.3 59.45±0.3

AUC
20 62.28±1.2 62.38±0.4 58.69±0.7 64.60±3.7 69.85±1.4 66.50±0.0 59.45±1.2 71.44±0.1 60.16±0.5 66.70±0.8

:::::::
70.90±0.1 72.96±0.1 75.64±0.1

40 63.02±0.6 66.67±0.5 62.41±0.6 65.44±0.2 70.51±1.5 66.75±0.0 59.76±2.7 70.24±0.3 61.95±0.5 67.22±0.6 73.28±0.0
::::::

72.85±0.2 76.63±0.2
60 67.01±0.4 70.15±0.2 64.60±0.7 68.30±0.1

:::::::
72.84±1.1 70.48±0.0 60.56±1.7 71.58±0.2 62.28±0.4 68.59±0.6 72.13±0.1 74.46±0.1 77.93±0.2

Yelp

Ma-F1
20 66.60±5.9 88.34±1.4 55.83±0.9 72.31±0.2 68.44±1.8 68.70±0.5 58.19±1.2 61.77±0.4

:::::::
90.67±0.9 60.04±0.9 89.91±0.3 94.06±0.4 93.29±0.3

40 68.66±3.7 87.82±0.3 57.91±1.2 75.89±0.1 71.87±1.5 68.50±1.4 58.82±0.3 64.88±0.3
:::::::
90.89±1.4 61.75±1.4 90.74±0.2 94.19±0.1 94.05±0.3

60 73.17±1.4 84.14±3.9 58.97±0.9 70.83±0.3 71.43±1.2 68.71±0.2 57.48±0.7 60.79±0.6
:::::::
89.78±1.2 60.99±0.9 89.48±0.2 92.85±0.1 92.60±0.1

Mi-F1
20 63.31±8.9 88.12±1.1 59.11±1.1 74.16±0.2 73.19±1.6 71.71±0.5 71.41±3.1 66.93±2.2

:::::::
89.89±0.8 68.45±3.5 89.64±0.3 93.23±0.5 92.54±0.3

40 67.13±5.7 87.57±0.3 62.15±1.4 77.27±0.1 74.37±1.9 71.43±1.6 70.57±5.2 68.16±1.5
:::::::
90.25±1.1 66.82±4.3 90.08±0.2 93.33±0.2 93.06±0.3

60 72.79±3.6 84.53±2.9 63.31±1.0 73.14±0.3 74.91±1.2 72.09±0.4 72.43±3.5 66.56±2.9
:::::::
89.26±0.9 67.23±3.4 89.19±0.2 91.88±0.3 91.53±0.3

AUC
20 82.17±4.3 96.51±0.8 76.64±0.7 88.67±0.1 84.47±5.1 89.40±2.6 81.51±4.2 84.63±0.7

:::::::
97.40±0.3 80.34±4.1 97.27±0.1 98.54±0.1 98.39±0.1

40 83.50±3.1 96.70±0.3 80.01±0.7 89.72±0.1 85.20±5.7 88.90±3.1 81.57±4.3 86.22±1.4
:::::::
97.68±0.2 83.15±3.9 97.15±0.0 98.66±0.1 98.58±0.1

60 86.81±1.7 95.38±0.5 80.94±0.6 88.04±0.1 88.22±2.1 87.06±2.7 81.35±2.7 83.52±2.7
:::::::
97.12±0.3 83.47±3.3 96.26±0.2 98.28±0.1 98.10±0.1

consecutive epochs. The temperature τ is adjusted from 0.3 to
1.0 with a step size of 0.1. We set the number of neighbors K
in the latent graphs from {3, 5, 10} and the number of positive
samplers kpos from {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. kpos with the value of 0
means that the set of positive samples consists solely of the
node itself. The sharpening parameter γ is adjusted from {1,
2}. The filter order r is set to 2 and m is set to 1000. The
non-linear activation function used in this study is ELU(·). All
experiments are implemented in the PyTorch platform using
an AMD EPYC 7543 CPU and GeForce RTX 3090 24G GPU.

B. Performance on Node Classification

The node representations learned through unsupervised
methods are used to train a linear classifier. To comprehen-
sively assess our methods, we follow [7] and select 20, 40,
and 60 labeled nodes per class as the training set, while
using 1000 nodes for validation and 1000 other nodes for
testing in each dataset. We employ standard evaluation metrics,
including Ma-F1, Mi-F1, and AUC, where higher values
indicate better model performance. As shown in Table V,
among all the evaluated datasets, LatGRL achieves the best
performance except for the Yelp dataset, where LatGRL-S
outperforms it. Even though all other comparative methods
employ full-graph training schemes, which often yield better
results, LatGRL-S consistently ranks in the top three for each

dataset. Additionally, the difference between LatGRL-S and
LatGRL is relatively small, indicating the effectiveness of
LatGRL-S. We can also observe that, in the majority of cases,
excellent performance can be achieved when the number of
training samples per class is only 20. This finding substantiates
the high quality of the learned representations.

In particular, for Yelp and IMDB datasets, which exhibit low
overall semantic homophily ratios, existing UHGRL methods
such as HeCo, MEOW, and HGMAE perform poorly, while
LatGRL outperforms them significantly. This emphasizes the
challenge posed by semantic heterophily and the effectiveness
of LatGRL. Moreover, GREET, despite accounting for edge
heterophily, demonstrates inferior performance attributed to
its single-view limitation, which highlights the necessity of
leveraging multi-view information from diverse meta-paths in
heterogeneous graphs.

C. Performance on Node Clustering

In this task, we further perform the k-means algorithm to
the learned representations of all nodes and adopt normalized
mutual information (NMI) and adjusted rand index (ARI) to
assess the quality of the clustering results. For both metrics,
the larger, the better. To alleviate the instability due to different
initial values, we repeat the process 10 times and report
average results in Table VI. We can observe that LatGRL
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(a) Mp2vec:-0.0059 (b) DMGI:0.3129 (c) HeCo:0.3473 (d) HGMAE:0.3436 (e) LatGRL:0.4170

Fig. 4. Visualization of the learned node representation on ACM. The corresponding Silhouette scores are also given.

TABLE VI
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS (%) ON NODE CLUSTERING.

Datasets DBLP ACM IMDB Yelp

Metrics NMI ARI NMI ARI NMI ARI NMI ARI

GAT (2018) 71.32 75.78 59.59 62.49 5.74 4.81 44.14 45.88
HAN (2019) 67.98 74.02 60.63 64.28

::
9.53 9.08 64.21 67.55

Mp2vec (2017) 73.55 77.70 48.43 34.65 5.87 4.37 38.90 42.49
DGI (2019) 59.23 61.85 51.73 41.16 6.97 8.12 39.03 42.53

DMGI (2020) 70.06 75.46 51.66 46.64 9.41
::::
10.12 36.95 32.56

HeCo (2021) 74.51 80.17 56.87 56.94 2.14 2.79 39.02 42.53
GraphMAE (2022) 67.79 71.01 53.93 53.09 4.12 2.51 39.08 43.57

MEOW (2023) 75.46 81.19 66.21 71.17 8.23 8.97 41.88 40.72
DuaLGR (2023) 73.23 79.64 61.36 65.07 2.91 2.29

::::
69.31

::::
71.69

HGMAE (2023)
::::
76.92

::::
82.34

::::
66.68

::::
71.51 5.55 5.86 38.95 42.6

GREET (2023) 47.06 49.36 65.56 69.32 7.66 7.85 42.53 43.76

LatGRL-S 78.37 84.04 71.71 74.13 9.92 10.88 73.92 77.72

LatGRL 81.35 86.07 72.52 76.75 10.64 12.13 74.24 77.81

outperforms existing methods in all datasets, with LatGRL-S
consistently securing the second-highest ranking. Remarkably,
when it comes to the Yelp dataset, most existing UHGRL
methods fail to achieve exceptional discriminative category
performance. However, LatGRL stands out by surpassing them
by a considerable margin, which shows the strong capability
of LatGRL in acquiring category discriminative information.

To provide an intuitive evaluation, we visualize learned node
representations on the ACM dataset through t-SNE in Fig.
4. Different colors mean different labels. We could observe
that Mp2vec completely mixes the representations of different
categories, indicating its lack of effective category discrimina-
tion capability. For DMGI, the clusters lack tightness. As for
HeCo and HGMAE, although some categories are correctly
classified, they still have many overlapped data points and
blurred boundaries. LatGRL correctly separates nodes of dif-
ferent categories and exhibits clear boundaries. Furthermore,
we compute the Silhouette score for the formed clusters, where
a larger value indicates better clustering performance. LatGRL
surpasses all other methods, demonstrating its effectiveness
and the superior category discrimination capability of its
learned representations.

D. Ablation Study

1) Effectiveness of Each Loss: To examine the effectiveness
of each component of LatGRL, we conduct experiments on
variants of LatGRL. We first remove key components from

TABLE VII
PERFORMANCE (%) OF LATGRL AND ITS VARIANTS.

Metrics Variants DBLP ACM IMDB Yelp

Ma-F1

LatGRL 93.97±0.2 92.32±0.3 57.07±0.4 94.05±0.3

w/o Hom 93.86±0.2 85.69±0.5 54.52±0.5 93.19±0.2
w/o Het 93.46±0.4 90.26±0.4 55.14±0.4 93.72±0.2
w/o OFM 93.20±0.2 91.11±0.3 55.93±0.5 93.74±0.3

w/o LF 44.08±1.0 47.86±1.1 38.29±0.4 86.75±0.4
w/o HF 92.98±0.2 88.69±0.5 56.14±0.6 65.46±2.5
w/o AF 93.82±0.2 91.70±0.3 54.56±0.5 93.85±0.3

Mi-F1

LatGRL 94.23±0.2 92.12±0.3 57.62±0.4 93.06±0.3

w/o Hom 94.13±0.2 85.75±0.5 55.18±0.6 92.35±0.2
w/o Het 93.62±0.4 90.15±0.4 55.68±0.6 92.82±0.3
w/o OFM 93.58±0.2 90.80±0.4 56.58±0.6 92.88±0.3

w/o LF 43.58±0.9 48.94±1.0 38.76±0.6 84.15±0.4
w/o HF 93.29±0.2 88.29±0.5 56.94±0.8 71.61±3.5
w/o AF 94.05±0.2 91.50±0.3 55.57±0.5 92.81±0.4

latent graphs guided learning to examine their effectiveness,
i.e., homophilic latent graph guided learning (w/o Hom), het-
erophilic latent graph guided learning (w/o Het), and original
features maintenance (w/o OFM). We report the results of 40
labeled nodes per class in Table VII. The results show that
both components are critical to LatGRL, and the guidance of
latent graphs seems to contribute more.

2) Effectiveness of Each Module: Note that LatGRL em-
ploys adaptive dual-frequency semantic fusion. So we remove
low-frequency information (w/o LF) and high-frequency in-
formation (w/o HF), which means that only one frequency of
semantic information is used for fusion. We also replace the
adaptive fusion mechanism with fixed semantic fusion used in
previous UHGRL methods (w/o AF), where all nodes share
the same fusion coefficients. It is obvious that low-frequency
information is more crucial for most datasets. However, the
Yelp dataset exhibits poorer performance when high-frequency
information is missing. This discrepancy is consistent with its
lower overall semantic homophily ratio. Moreover, the adap-
tive fusion mechanism, compared to the sharing of coefficients
among all nodes, actually generates better representations.

3) Effectiveness on Low NHR Nodes: To further demonstrate
the success of LatGRL on nodes with low NHR, we compare
the performance of LatGRL and baselines in the similarity
search task, as shown in Table VIII. We select 200 nodes
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TABLE VIII
SIMILARITY SEARCH (%) ON LOW NHR NODES OF ACM.

Method Raw GCN HAN LatGRL w/o Hom w/o Het w/o LF w/o HF

Sim@5 68.9 77.1 80.5 86.5 82.2 85.5 43.4 84.8
Sim@10 67.5 76.8 80.4 86.9 81.3 85.2 41.7 83.9

TABLE IX
PERFORMANCE (%) WITH DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF META-PATHS.

Datasets Meta-path
Node Classification Node Clustering

Ma-F1 Mi-F1 NMI ARI

ACM
PAP 89.77±0.2 89.79±0.2 60.58 65.31
PSP 86.63±0.4 86.19±0.5 48.89 48.92

PAP & PSP 93.38±0.1 93.27±0.1 72.52 76.75

Yelp

BUB & BSB 92.56±0.2 92.02±0.2 71.48 73.49
BUB & BLB 90.86±0.4 89.75±0.4 65.98 68.16
BSB & BLB 92.77±0.3 91.81±0.3 71.43 74.57

BUB & BSB & BLB 93.29±0.3 92.54±0.3 74.24 77.81

with the lowest NHR under the PAP meta-path of the ACM
dataset. This task involves calculating the cosine similarity
between the learned representations of each low NHR node
and all other nodes in the entire graph. For each low NHR
node, we select a certain number of most similar nodes
and calculate the proportion of nodes with the same label.
This task effectively measures the category discrimination
ability of the learned node representations. “Raw” denotes
the original node features. It can be observed that despite
the lack of label information, the representations learned by
LatGRL still have superior category discrimination capability,
even surpassing supervised methods. The right half of Table
VIII shows the performance of different variants of LatGRL
on low NHR nodes. Each variant represents the removal of a
key component. We can observe that removing low-pass graph
filtering causes the most significant performance degradation,
highlighting the importance of low-frequency information.
However, considering that most existing GNN encoders can
also be equivalent to low-pass filters [15], our proposed latent
graphs guided learning becomes more pivotal. Especially, the
homophilic latent graph plays a significant role in improving
the performance of low NHR nodes.

4) Effectiveness of Each Meta-path: Table IX shows the
impact of the number of meta-paths on node classification
and clustering. Firstly, different meta-paths have varying im-
portance. For instance, in the ACM dataset, PAP is more
significant. Secondly, the overall performance improves with
more meta-paths. The performance with complete meta-paths
consistently surpasses other variants, indicating that each
meta-path provides indispensable complementary information.

E. Performance on Large-scale Dataset

To evaluate the scalability of LatGRL-S, we conduct ex-
periments on a large heterogeneous graph dataset, ogbn-mag.
In particular, the ogbn-mag dataset consists of 349 categories,
making it challenging for unsupervised learning. The dimen-
sion of node representation is set to 512. The number of
anchor nodes (m) is set to 5000 and the batch size is set
to 5120. Regarding comparative methods, MLP and GAT are

Fig. 5. The experimental results on ogbn-mag.

selected as supervised baselines. Furthermore, we consider
four unsupervised graph learning methods: DGI, GCA [35],
GIC [36], and SUGRL [37]. The experimental results of these
comparative methods are copied from [37].

Fig. 5 shows the accuracy and representation training time.
Most existing unsupervised graph learning methods have
demonstrated limited performance on it. However, LatGRL-
S still outperforms all comparative methods by a significant
margin, and its training time for representation is much lower
than that for all of them except SUGRL, which demonstrates
the effectiveness and scalability of LatGRL-S.

F. Hyper-parameter Analysis

We further analyze the impact of two important hyper-
parameters in LatGRL: the filtering order r and the number
of positive samples kpos. Fig. 6 illustrates the results on
the Micro-F1 scores with 40 labeled nodes per class. It
can be observed that when the filtering order is relatively
small, better results can be achieved. As the filtering order
increases, the performance tends to decrease on most datasets.
Smaller filtering orders also improve computational efficiency
in practical applications.

Furthermore, in the ACM and IMDB datasets, as kpos
increases, the decrease in model performance becomes more
pronounced. This could be attributed to the fact that higher
values of kpos result in a decrease in the precision of the
positive samples extracted. In contrast, the model is not
sensitive to changes in kpos in the remaining two datasets.

G. Latent Graph Homophily Analysis

We conduct a comprehensive analysis to showcase the HR
of latent graphs. Table X presents the HR of the latent graphs
constructed in our study. For ACM and Yelp datasets, the HR
of the homophilic latent graph surpasses the MHR based on
any meta-path. Moreover, the HR of the homophilic latent
graph in DBLP is very close to the highest MHR observed
among meta-paths. Conversely, the HR of the heterophilic
latent graph is consistently lower than the MHR of any
meta-path in any dataset. In DBLP, it even approaches zero.
Concerning the IMDB dataset, the general low semantic
homophily ratios and the weak discriminative capability of
the original features shown in Table II may have jointly
affected the HR of the latent graphs. However, LatGRL still
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(a) DBLP (b) ACM (c) IMDB (d) Yelp

Fig. 6. The influence of r and kpos (metric: Mi-F1 (%)).

(a) ACM (b) Yelp (c) DBLP

Fig. 7. The superiority of our proposed similarity measurement that couples structures and features.

outperforms existing UHGRL methods by a large margin in
classification results.

Furthermore, we investigate the superiority of the approach
that integrates global structures and features in capturing
categorical information. Fig. 7 presents the HR curves of the
latent homophilic and heterophilic graphs constructed using
our coupled mining method, denoted as Homo Coupling
and Heter Coupling compared to the HR curves of graphs
constructed solely based on structure or feature similar-
ity, denoted as Homo Structure, Heter Structure and
Homo feature, Heter feature, respectively. The curves
illustrate the variation of HR with the number of neighbors
K. In the HR curves for the homophilic latent graph, our
coupled mining method outperforms using only the structure
or features approach for any given dataset. Additionally, as
K increases, the homophilic latent graph with the coupled
mining method consistently maintains a higher HR level,
especially evident in the DBLP dataset. On the other hand,
the HR for the heterophilic latent graph with coupled mining
method consistently remains very low. These findings indicate
the superiority of our coupled mining method in capturing
categorical information and its insensitivity to changes in K.

VI. RELATED WORK

A. Unsupervised Heterogeneous Graph Learning

UHGRL aims to learn low-dimensional node representations
on heterogeneous graphs without labeled data. Early methods
utilize structure information to maximize the representation
similarity of proximal nodes within the same link [38], the
same random walk [32], or the same subgraph [39]. With

TABLE X
THE HR (%) OF THE LATENT GRAPHS (LG) COMPARED TO THE MHR (%)

OF THE ORIGINAL HETEROGENEOUS GRAPHS.

Datasets MHR
HR of

Homophilic LG
HR of

Heterophilic LG

ACM
PAP: 80.85
PSP: 63.93

84.41 19.08

IMDB
MDM: 61.41
MAM: 44.43

47.85 26.49

DBLP
APA: 79.88

APCPA: 66.97
APTPA: 32.45

78.62 0.25

Yelp
BSB: 64.08
BUB: 44.97
BLB: 38.76

89.47 18.23

the development of deep representation learning, contrastive
learning has been incorporated into heterogeneous graphs,
achieving unsupervised representation learning by maximizing
mutual information between contrastive views [40]. Recently,
DMGI [6] extends the mutual information maximization of
local and global representations in DGI [19] and adds semantic
consistency constraints. Heco [7], MEOW [8], HGCML [41],
and BMGC [42] utilize multi-view information in hetero-
geneous graphs to facilitate contrastive learning. DuaLGR
[33] benefits from the reconstruction of both structures and
features in multi-view graph clustering. BTGF [43] develops
a novel filter to handle multi-relational graphs. HGMAE [9]
introduces the masked autoencoder into heterogeneous graphs
first. However, due to the low-pass filtering of the encoding
mechanisms and the structure strong dependence of the con-
trastive views they used, existing UHGRL methods inevitably
cause representation smoothing of neighboring nodes with
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different categories, which is extremely detrimental for solving
semantic heterophily in heterogeneous graphs.

B. Heterophily and Graph Neural Network

Recently, many works have discussed the performance
degradation of GNNs on non-homophilic graphs and proposed
some solutions. Geom-GCN [44] expands the node neighbor-
hood by mining the geometric relationships of the input graph.
FAGCN [15], SPCNet [45], and ACM [16] adopt adaptive
message passing through graph filtering on the original graph
structure. In addition, [46] has discussed the relationship
between heterophily and over-smoothing in GNNs. It should
be noted that, in unsupervised graph learning, heterophily
has also received attention in recent studies like MUSE [47],
RGSL [48], and GREET [25]. However, most studies have
focused mainly on homogeneous graphs. Although there exists
some research that has explored homophily/heterophily in
heterogeneous graphs [49], [50], it focuses only on the meta-
path-level, disregarding the diversity of heterophily at the node
level. Moreover, their solutions are heavily dependent on node
labels. On the contrary, we are the first to tackle the issue
of heterophily in unsupervised heterogeneous graph learning,
which is more challenging.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we delve into an extensive analysis of se-
mantic heterophily in heterogeneous graphs and present a
pioneering effort to resolve it in an unsupervised manner. We
propose the concept of semantic homophily and heterophily,
along with the corresponding evaluation metrics, and conduct
an empirical study to analyze the prevalent manifestation
of semantic heterophily. To overcome these challenges, we
propose a novel unsupervised heterogeneous graph represen-
tation learning framework called LatGRL, which utilizes a
similarity mining approach that couples global structures and
features to construct homophilic and heterophilic latent graphs
to guide representation learning. LatGRL also incorporates
an adaptive dual-frequency semantic fusion mechanism with
dual-pass graph filtering to handle semantic heterophily. Ex-
tensive experiments on four public datasets and a large-scale
dataset demonstrate that it outperforms existing state-of-the-
art models, confirming its effectiveness and high efficiency
in addressing semantic heterophily in heterogeneous graph
learning.
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[30] P. Veličković, G. Cucurull, A. Casanova, A. Romero, P. Liò, and
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