APPROXIMATE ELIMINATION FOR GRAPH LEARNING
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Ry H5 8T 2 RIS SR, 7o AT THEAN B leverage score. PIANEEAESE /A
FXh
0<7e<l, > 7e=n-1 (20)



LAPLACIAN THEORY AND GRAPH DELTANET

FH—XKH webed! < L yEtk; Rk H Y, webl LTbe = tr(LTL) = n — 1. Hriify

leverage A 1, RNE T E/NRAELE; MK, IR 2 EMABKER LT RGRAIL

leverage. XA E TR Fa3T & 20 | RENTHA BT 5 1R AE VA R 435K
X w,v € C, ¥ Schur #Mi 2

(eu — ev)TLT<eu —€y) = (65 - eg)TST<eg - eg). (21)
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dlogdet (L) 0log Ziree B
a—U)e = Re, 8log We = UJeRe = ]P)T(e S T) (24)
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r- . = .
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A EEIEARTEmE G, FE e <1/2, KIBIEE o > 1
Hith: B SGEA Cholesky A
cp 4 [12(1+a)%e % 1n%n]
FESALE w BRI p RAGE w/p B VAT
s RO R S BELHES ;. M AT AR S « L
: for HEFH R S5 — AN PASM & v do
d <« va; %‘ d= 07 iﬂigﬁﬁ%#%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ
ek ¢« Sl,vl/d } d R
M (29) A/ 38 2 Xl RER i Cy
S 5— Lstar(v) +Cy, ﬂﬂﬂ]]ﬁ?a{ﬁj&éléﬁ
end for
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5.3 YR, CLECA T SO R BRI — 5

PRRCATIAAYAE L, AHFAREE— K BEPLoT ik B AR RUEE . [T R 48 B A0, 8 —
FUHAMRES N wRy, . PeorRHRIRIE W R ZEAET 1/p. WRB Y A1 R IR
W REAT, W AR = A A,

L L L W; Wy 1 1 1
hszuiuj < hlj (Ruw + Rvuj) < m <Pwi + pw]> - ; (31)
R T IHAIBACE RS —AMER : AU HIER IR, B0 A B 3 4R 22 2 /)
leverage %, iXit Laplacian ¥¥A70 JUM AL, ASAREXHT R — S AR pk o iy skt
S BEHLIE O F T ) 4 T A B T . BARTAE R 25, SEPRSEPLE
PR BTN TC, (EON B E B4 TR i BEALHES B30 AT i e PR B /N BRI, AR5
JEAR IR SR 58 . S0, RS R RAE R R R R A AN e iR
W4 Rk sie 580 e R EE TERIE A F . 5250 BEAE RE S ERGSW LAE T %
1T, AR S RIREEMAZTITHIE (Gao et al., 2023).

6 Ml 2 )58 I e s BB 2 R i DR E
6.1 Jeiltihii: AT ~HEMILL, Wi 2
WENERIFHET, 4 S HRFAE, dice] FRZANOHMET. EX

Zy =Y dicse) + Sk, Zo=L. (32)
t<k
—REAERE LSS T s, SUE R s BE LA, ATRA
T — Zjo1 = Cr — Cry,  E[Zp — Zpy | 12225780 2475 3 76 = 0. (33)

RS TR T i O BEHLAR , SR Gl B PR . 8 < AT M ffe
FAUEMI TR A IER R i B i B A A T

R EY L Ff: Yy = LV2(Z, — DLY2. AR Vil < e, WARESLEARE
ALY Sy JE BT MUMUER/ MRS R R R AN . TR (31), HUCRFRAA R I A
IR R GIT 0, 1/p], MR DAL RS TRROR A 1/ p.
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6.2 JhP% Freedman ANGEX B LA 251
XPEAEEE Xy, iR E[X | Fioa] =0 H [ Xell, <R &

V=Y Xoo V=) E[X?|F4]. (34)
t<k t<k

Tropp (2011) A% Freedman A A IE. MRS, WTHK

2
Pk : [[Yilly > t, [[Villy < 0?) < Qdexp(—m> : (35)
Hd d B4R BEEEEIT N 8 E £, ARSI L S E e R
Ho MFEATIONM A, ATFH X2 < | X[, X (% PSD gy dobreds) 8
Sl E T 2235 R A A B 1 R
JEARAATIE R - ARG e A S B ABEE R ITRE, FUNEBAXT Y EE, mirg
T2 FR24H] Laplacian [FIf%, Kt

N 9
EU[CU | Sk] =< —8;. (36)
Tk

SHRIGER S 1/m = Olog ) B2 B 7 K B R iR B AR AR, Sy < 24 < (142)L,
TR AR 22 B2 logn/p (R EE.

2 AE SENEEW] . 6 2200 TER SRR R B 1Rt (35) SR I B A R M
MR BIF R IRIE” A 5 SU RAHEN B, KS16 FEE bR B Hd B R A HiAL
FECHCHI I ol LRSIy 25 BRI — . A A R A, RS R
S B JESCUERY] A RESE L AT R R RR S T 2 4.

6.3 Pl ST UEWI LA R S IR Bl

ATPAERGHYUEIA I+ JeaR BRI R B Bi ey, PR/ ME RN R AR P 22,
JE R SAES AT IER . ARENUE EL = L stUioRABICHR, ik

E[(ul + L)' X] # (ul + L)' X. (37)

SAE—4E, RIS EBEE 2 AR ER . EARER I A IRV . 2214,
R R B R L G AR i it el o Rl Ie 2 MR AR A N &t A2 T T IFT
55 WA ARALE

7 P40k graph learning: BREAREYE—F{E S

7.1 Fik Schur #r, MiASRAERPE R

Kyng (2017, Theorem 1.2.5; 5 3.4 45) 45 AR B B) Schur M, JHHISHIREAE

SHAESE CL k= |C|. 0<n<1/2, AIEE S~ Schurg(L), KRR 0(5), H.
nnz(S) = O (kn2log(n/d)),  Hz&mHEIO (m + ny~2). (38)

X O BT . KIS BRI AR X BT T 4k B & /0, HR ks o

i RN E I O(m + kn~?) . FAZEERNTEE TR IC, WA B33 8% R il FUE
W5 g Schur 41 B i HA0 AL R AR 25 o
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SRS, WA C STERE O HIRAER RPN R . XA A
PP, 2 E A R TR Al A A U . S s R bl A T
SRR ST SE, RERNCAE S AR Ot G RIS A

7.2 PR IE Y ) S IR R 201k
A UARES/ FREERN Yo, f/MEE Dirichlet RG]

1 1
Hp = —LppLrcYe, min 5 tr(H'LH) = 3 tr(Ygo SYo). (39)
XA 2 MR I 2 M B2 ) B0 (Zhu et al., 2003). BT fichh, #5401 2 HAR 4
: A T : A T
min lo(Yeo)+ = tr(H ' LH) = minflo(Yo) + = tr(Ye SYe). (40)
Hp,Yc 2 Yo 2

X2 HH— AT 5ER) graph-learning BFSEH M2 FE AR AL B 258 T R4 R 0. 3%
ERE S B S, AIB R E NG (AR SRR Z IS EA R R, AR
PSR A NERTY R B AT R FOE . AR SR I R RAE , X (40) A
TR SE R Hbr.

7.3 Schur., ESTEH Galerkin g AL Rl— N fE

P TR B ORI A i )30 Schur #MITA N EBEAR 7 AL M S804 s — AR R
SEAHERE P, Mt PTLP, H%) range(P) TSR ERER . Schur X RIS E 1
PR Q, o ELAE 2 2 s {E ot A B e BECRE B d/MEL, 1A @ AT T8 R I e o
Loukas (2019) {3/ FIGREDFIS thd s FRARMEBEVAIR , I 0 B DR B 1 -2 8] 5 IR 22
SC, AR EGEERR G RRE

I QTLQ = S, JFAES MR R |Qull; = v’ QT Qu. HILIR M AERA%T
PRR S RPAE )L U — 45 AR 2 B) Rayleigh B2 v Sy/(y" QT Qy). KT IR
b s Rt — 2 RE, TR EE A TSR . BRG] A

7.4 —AFIE SRR MR RS T A SR
REAARIZME pl + 7L, HRHAMIZEIRFH X2 EJT . @

Schure(pl + L) # ple + Schurg(L). (41)
BB EA, RRHIES 0= 1, TR

5/3 —1/3

Schurc(I + L) = [_1/3 5/3

] , Ig +Schurg(L) = [_31//22 _31/22] : (42)

Wi 22204 1/6 HiFE. SAHESEX QT (W + L)Q = pQTQ + S, HEXAEET L Q
W2 pl + L RER S IUES . XYL EUEATRGN GNN, X ERE o4
Laplacian, ZJ5BEEAN—ANFRALRE" FEA S50 TR
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8 R XfeHk. et SnlfgsRig: ol B S
8.1 1EN4k resolvent ik 4t
WA=pl+7L, p>0, 7>0, HEEZHWIERE

AH=X, A=ul+7L, AH=X. (43)

B —AE U AR R | H — X||3 /2, MV AT SR pX . X5
B A, X, AR A (A e A — AR 254

Proposition 5 (R Xfefffaett, [Hi%]) HFXG)mz, 0

e
e (44)

~ €
H—HH < x| 45
| P S =gy WXl (45)

|-, , <
AF

Proof Hl 7L <A, 5 (1 —e)A <A< (1+¢e)A. ¥ (17)HIEE RRAZES W 15 3 55—
Ko B Az pl B || A7X]  p < 1 Xl /vE B85 u

FiiRxt H j& K-Lipschitz, #iikZ A8 (45) fimafeh Ko X2 B @ AR A Fodir XA H
FRZES, Az eFt, WA IENE RIS IR & 3R 2 W — S8 SR 2
Praf #H R o

At —A = AT (L -L0)AT! (46)

B ANTEAEMPLE R T5 ) B, A2 DR S AR T B AL
X2 WAUEW p(L) = 2] _ga; L7, — A EIRMIEIREE T2

Hp<i>—p<L>H2§HE—LHZfJajUMﬂ‘-H M =max{|Ll,. |} (47)
j=1

Bk BRI R R B B It . M2 Ui WK RHE L )Z Lipschitz FERT R
B2E WHE A RS IHIRIX LR R
8.2 JUBUBENE: W2l R tie s IR HHIEX
A G=Vyl(H), tERAER U HE AU = G. [HE p,7 N, S AS B4

dH = A~'dX — 1A'(dL)H. (48)
T OL/O0w, = beb, |

ot
Ow,

%0 W RO B B 1 015 5 22 S5 AEBEAE S 22100 57, A @ AU T A S A R
PH. @R we = softplus(fe) PREFIEAL, FIRPA sigmoid(fe). # X p. 7 BdK K
WAL, DA AMI AT W BT

=7 <bjU, bZH> = 1 (Uy— Uy, H, — H,) . (49)
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8.3 I 5 I I I SR AFEAe 25 I 1% — e P
W H, U B, B r=X— AH. s =G — AU, T340 A i1

| = H| o= lases [0 =Ullyp = lsllase (50)
EX O, 0y N FRFIRYE, RA=b] A b, pifigst Cauchy Schwarz A% n[15
9 = 9el < TR (UL 5011 + ||y -5 + 61160 ) (51)

Hop g tat(49)5E o E B RIFBA WAL 2, B (] 2, < VBAZ| o p. R
RIEME TR 0, RN SRR Re R, )

RGO AR TR G = VI(H). SR H A G = VOH), XEEFTA
|G = G| s o #BBEEN Ly-Lipschitz, WITARHIL Ly [|H — H||, /y/ie PR HT52,
AR TE 52 [ SR B A B BE G AE A, R RERE B B EL 45324

8.4 G SE F B
SIEE S SHLF, Lo = Lo, TLRIEH

Lo = (1 + e sin(wh)) L. (52)
TXBTA 0 #RWIL 1 £ WML, {7 OpLy = cwcos(wd) Lo, TIHE w IR, 7E 0 =0, 7
BRI 252, AR RIS PR B AT B4 —B0oK o, WA RR AL e

VIZRBEIE—3% -
U RAFARR po (&) FES R, HWIEE H AR Bl ik 4% 231 0 -

VoEenp, fo(€) = E[Vafo(&) + fo(§)Valogpe(€)], (53)

TESSVFSCHA > S I B 26 A T IS NS 5E — TS F Sh AR B JC i R o BEARZ i S B
Zore: CHEVLIIN TN RIFT A BBUERCERS, BT/ PEREAE AORIR RS, BalRor
TR SXFEA TR B TR RS 0 24 ML SE S AC SR AS . A IR 22 5
JERIA R -

9 5 DAG Graph DeltaNet R FEEIT: 24500, BEEMSREE R

9.1 SR BINIE L, RS S S ki I

PATRFEA R ITH IO, AR RRACER i H A5 i 4B 40T . X DAG 4y
Moo, BRE S, € R ZHIIREF K Delta HHih

M, = Z Sy, (54)
u€pred(v)
Sy = My, + Bo(vy — Myky)k, = MyA, + Byvok), A, =1 — Bokok, . (55)

X vy J2 value [, ARG BBRETRT ok, v, B BEEATUCHE, MK
P ARSI . T RO S, BEMRRGE— AR, TR 4 [T E 2Rk oA
RESEARRAZ . PHERTFATIERS , X MBb A AT IR, AN RE R AE S AT
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A HS AL sy = vec(Sy), HIFRMRSTEE NG
Kou = au(Ay ®14), by =vec(Bovik, ), Ts=b, T=1I1-K. (56)
FEAMIETIE, K Wt =, SRAmgEa D &#, KPH =0, FHi
I-K)y'=I+K+---+k" (57)

BRI [ B AR I A SR AL R DTk Fl . B R AR R £S5, AZIE Delta
OB Graph Ridge, WATREGIA— NS RD "R H R,

9.2 AESHRIE S A MHEN W A nl EARG 6 22 45
BIGE A, #OXFR, BAEWEH . Filn

0 0 11 -1
m:kly @:2[11y Ay Ay # As Ay (58)

PIF A H B key . B =1 B Delta (377420 P “IFAT" WixagwiE BRI REA
e BT PRI, A RIEA T 15 4 i 5 febn . 41 DeltaNet 1) WY /chunkwise
PR UL B T A U HE N T SRRz A E R (Yang et al., 2024); 2 Ri9KIA L E
BAFIR G2 i DR, AREIERE S N AR SUST fUI AR

AT EG SR N IE P, A K =PEPT. ¥ =Pb, W & = Ps. k45 HHEE&M
BB BN A GRS MA TR — R, SRR ARTE S B AR
i Bk chunk . FHTEARE T CHEYUREA, AT RERIIR BAEAS AL P . FEMLIE R TR X 20 1] 7 4
EREALME T B A28 5 (U1 SR 2L

9.3 Beiticanilksii v 0tk , ik PSD fekihe/Mb
FF—HNERSIC A F, S/ FAPREILH O — A AR AR TR ML -

Tett = Toc — TorTpp Trc
=1-Kcc —Ker(I —Krp) 'Kre, (59)
bett = be — TorTrpbr. (60)

Trr A3, HESTFERTICH; R (59) £ E 40 IR AR 2508 &t . (H—sea
FRM:. Laplacian 5554544 8¢ (8) i BE & fe /) MU RE .

Xf—A> chunk, e Al ARESHER p, WHEHE Trrsr = br + Krpp, it Xh
y=D.p+ Cespo N

y = (Dc+ CTppKrp) p+ CeTipbr . (61)
T, g

X R EAR IO A R R T — A RS T (16, 9c), MiAER—EBUTHRE
SOV ARG 1 . Graph-UT / Multi-port WY #] AR ERRSTHSTH (LR A Rk
W ASET I AEATRELE A . 5 24 BIAC A T 5 chunk Y A R0 BB 2, W £ BH
WA/ EIEIREE, WA b LG E 25 I B .

13



LAPLACIAN THEORY AND GRAPH DELTANET

8 A 1 p RN o sk 1y
2]
R 42, %Eﬁ?

T. = D + CCTFTFIICFPa ge = OCTE;bF
RS ST AR TE S R g4 1, 2 )5 S 1 S i 4

Figure 2: TH M ZHij4 DAG B CHE H . 5 Laplacian JH ot HuESEA, (HAI S
IEERERARUE. A SOR R (61) 221 .

9.4 MR RGN T 2275
BTG A T =T + B, KRS s =T b, SEA—BWH T, &

n=||T'E|| <1, (62)
M Neumann JEFF25 H

|17~ A

|@-ﬂgi%gmw+jbw . (T+E)s=b+Ab. (63)

B AN R D], SR T BBORIER, R Laplacian FERESEE .
JRERI O TR, AT AR R B IROR . T AR 1 RT3 JEIE
BT = 5 W ) 2 SR 4% B S 3 T AR

L0 < By kol <2, W ||Ayll, < 1. BE ky EASHHT A EAEM 1, SOSIE ™4
W E5 o > 0 HAATRERIANERE 1, FESURRIEECR, &8 11RO RS 2,
(EA5 25 TR 2 VR B, 5t s LRy < 1, (|- K)7Y < 1/(1—);
BORBIMO IR R I, B TTRES | AR, SR T F 5 s S I A e A B 8

SRR T Ts = T b HAEF /L SPD IEM AL, ALl A7k Laplacian (x4 4
DA R, T BTy SRR el BER N fll-ing PRI “JBMOE B B Kyng” A2 T
AT, WA B SCH SO 24 9 T2 L 1

9.5 PRI EILWING 11 2 KB HFR AR IR I Bk 2L

[BeA] (5 O 203 5 i B TR TR MR T = SN, Byo Mhsidi pi > 0 HIEL ¢
A%a|, AE

S

Ij s

T. = ., ET.=T.. (64)
pr;

q

| =

J

XHEK) By RFENFRok PSD. SR H 3D ik

1

AE)=|gr o] 12N, =1El,. (65)
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TR AR AR RS AN 255 (Tropp, 2011) BN AEARH , ATHUE B H-5 77285

1 B;
qu(mm””%wnm)
1

)

1 B,B. B'B
2 1= T 7 ? T
0° = —max — =TT , T, T, , 66
e D B e
~ 2
P(||T. — T, >t) < (d din - . 67
( c c 9 = )—( 0ut+ )eXp|: 2(0'2+Rt/3):| ( )

XL ] R R RO AR AR TR, AR E K452 Graph DeltaNet mfiik. HIETR
BRREZ: By AR . HBCR RS K . RSN g Anfirdt
ARPE . R RZE M R R (62) , PSR T2 I @ AR i PR ARIIE . 35 1 R B Ak
22T DAG ##12, CARE T RITIREMIi RIS

10 i) ST PR L WREE B A7A(E, VRSB ANAEAE
10.1 Eulerian 4jn] Laplacian 5— DAG fitl—42K
R Aij = w(i—j) WAE, %4 Law = Do — AT, HHIRIHZE . Bulerian Pk 5k

AT AR ST R, M Lapl = 0. EEXHEB AT, U = (Law + L) /2
JEXFR Laplacian, 7] AT JEXTFR R ZE & -

HUT/Q(fdir _ Ldir)UT/ZHZ <e. (68)

7] B A6 2505 AR B A 70 TS I 2% ko sl R BUR RS, BIR 27 Laye = 2" Ux
AP SRS [Fl— A=A RO R SR B gAY U, 20 AR5 19 1 i

Kyng #8305 5 T5 R8st LU TARM ERAIRA [HH 0. Pk S bk
k¥R (Kyng, 2017; Cohen et al., 2018). SEHE5M il A d vl Al BlE A4 35 14 7 B 2
F, AREERZA LU PRIER RO T 1 £ e Loewner Jfo XA, 527 MK
AR SR AR B SR SR AT A EAR L dEP A/ PR AR B it R SA LR

Proposition 6 (JLIEEJLIEAL Eulerian DAG, [kiifE]) A RAFRA 6B EHA T Loy
BN T A B, B hE, NEFIRA L.

Proof DAG fEfElim, HARENE, PAHBEE EAEW NS WFRIZIL IS5
5, mAITENYIAIAE. [ |
FRPAMETZ 18K DAG AR “tLg directed graph”, giE i ] Eulerian Laplacian
KA ERE . A WORIEEY RSB 3, WA R A 2 A MR T R I
10.2 Connection Laplacian & ¥ £ 0 M1 B 0 Feik ai k)
MR ILIA L E IE A6 Oy € R™, W Oj = O}, TEdE Laplacian [(fERN

& Leonnt = Z wij ||w; — O[3 - (69)
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557 H MR 2 /HUE e PR
ST O PR X R 2 0 F i 2
PRI SR AR R 22 9.10x 107 K& 1 0
T AE A BE BRI X 22 2.32x10716 e E S5 X
2 A AR B e A R 2 2.66x1071° KR EE
S, Te — (n— 1) [LEXHE 1.42x 10714 0
Schur {FiR% e 0.06940  Jr[Ei%RZE 0.09224
B AL IR A e i 2 0.03712 0.10161
W T = 0.8L Wfinss 0.25000 0.25000
JREI S5 ITTARH: 2249 Frobenius {54k 0.33333 1/3
AR BE 5 0220 I 4 X R 2 9.25x 1010 BAERM AT A
DAG Z iR Hf i1 TCAH X iR 25 6.60x 10717 FERfE
DAG #Lahfifrixl iR 2= 0.03537 0.11111

Table 2: AR B BHIAS ) SEPREn Y, SE3k5 I verification_results. json, jkibzhif
I S AL, AEk KS16 ry B R RENL R i3, i 4k 42 5L Graph
DeltaNet 2> £ .

HX PN AL 1, AR IR —wi;O55. BRI A 5L (PDD) FAF

My = LY || Myl - (70)
J#i
Kyng et al. (2016) BF5% T 3% A458 J B —#tiy bDD 2%, HFIFENY T £ & Mk sk
RGP eI WA B . BUSE - ZEA R R P 8580 %3¢ Theorem 1.3
1 O(n) BedEZITCH FIAELE/ 2 TR A MR, AAgS Theorem 1.2 bk sk 7 28R
PR R ] BB RS SRR B T 14516
WS Delta I I — BkkT — AR RZIEH K. B M2k B 2 MEIE
bDD: g (z1 —ax2)?, 0<a <1, WM

[_:la ;;L] =0, a® < a, (71)
BATAX A AL, I connection Laplacian JEffF5En] 2> JUT /IR S e O FL SR A
ERBEREMEE . AT HE8UEE PSD BEEM S 2R MRas . USRI R0 IE W A] 5E
PRI KL, AR A AR, AR B A R B B i A BRSNS

11 Bfdi R st BRI mE S e i
11.1 CPATRRs: REERE, AVE e > gomidi sl

Flifff verify_formulas.py Al NumPy/SciPy [ float64 #i% a8 sE P AZ L, FEALFR 1
A 20261010, FEMLEIA n =24, m =50, ZugHh 7. RJCKAREbRIBITER: AIH
BLAS/*F-& TG LA AT REA 225 . XSRS, RRP s iR 45 Rk I kAR s 312
H-AEH & Monte Carlo FEASHE KT JC i .

TR 2E SR 25 TSR DA [0.85, 1.15] WAL IE N -, A MR, B f R AL 5
Bo. MRS 1Y BAYS CERE(E TS, il Laplacian f9SERE(E A S EEL
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DAG &5 fii /N E AL = R 5L, AR5eERY Graph DeltaNet/WY SEBL. XfE—
HOABE SRR LB, AR b 2 BRIER o

11.2 45—B%Eg%: K#h Graph-UT / Z5s0 WY WIE#E S5I5H40:

R R SR R . JEE L IR Delta JIAMEY oracle, X Graph-UT 54
[ chunk %, W RFETINEE . HE. GRE. 0%, cunk ¥4 RS, 76
HoatG4 ¥ HLACHI 111535 SHEHLT 1T BEIE : AL/ FE B 254 . B4 12 2 914
ErRIFIBIALYE, BE4A b 5 A MR A

W SCITEEI HR AR “RES MM TS S I T AEBS chunk W07 52,
IR LIRS AT R , VIR Bt KIS S [ R SRR T A B 2
BeESt . (RS REERISIIE GPU B it i = AR RER RS, H A0 547 5 Bk
Bt Triton/CUDA Py, I AHRULL (24

11.3 55 ik & Laplacian fRUEMT-—A>HIEPL AT B

FERSLR A TEALTE [ R AR F 45, AT A0Sty DR (L b ki, 9t
{5524 B Delta BRI T RS . HAORIH EBERAR. ST TR AR, BEHLIT (LD T-Hi %
Pk, VAR BRI IO 5. R B TR R A Rk 5 — 1
(DU, VB

T Z BT S RIS, BT B A . S AT A . 1o
RIS S B TR . 5 AR | SO RIS | MR . (R4 /4
B )T AR T A U AR . 2 U P L PR R AR i) i
HEEE RN PR RS T PN E ST

11.4 S5=ARJE8e: AT I PR RIS 0, 30 11 TR

L AT DAFE R 58 — B By ), (RS SE IUAS A 22 i 1 3R I BRI : 2w L1 S8 8.
B gather. JRIfB—=MsKME. [, 2 BAFTTE? RG0S e U, PR
5 (64) JeX(63). AHIMERE “4E W /Fee MR T B SRR ERZE TR, A
BEHUCE TS T DAG it Laplacian SR fifse,

JE£ESCHER AT T8 AL S B AL Baumann and Kyng (2024) i i IG5 R 88 G SE AL AT
FEILAUH TN FFAT work/depth; Liang et al. (2026) [ 2026 & 1T 1t DAL [ A PEFHATL i
SR ARIGE S . X2 TAESCRE “FRG IS o i A TR A B & — T 5 I ()
EIARREUERH 4R WY N SFaGiiH c B A MRS MR . Gao et al. (2023) JJ3d A Xt B
PRV RARFN L bR e 2 1) B 5

11.5 [l Rl SCRt 2k 5 e ¢ I

4iik. % Laplacian graph leaming, A7 i st R AR Bt/ MER(S). BB-HR (1),
Schur 224k (15). WREPE(17) MR (19). X145 DAG Graph DeltaNet,
S PO R I R R B 44 57, TR 0 2 3 11 2 11k (61) B L AR R R 5 22 4% 1
3(62). FIZLITICAE: AR U I AL R BRIV RE 55 OkEE R8T Delta -
A AT B R X SR SIS RTAT, PR bt 2, TR LA 5 TR
TR SR
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JE R R (e 2 R A L) 1)

Kyng W3¢, 5 2% BOHsaiiel. fhidi, F2s[aH Schur #hH25E .
KS16, % 3 1 5RIET xt 3 BAOHR AR S BB 5 B AP S SRS
KS16 (iRt sy IBERARIREPLIE . e A B4 4 kS5 07 2245 .
Kyng #+i83C, 45 34747 KOMGEH 1. #3005 MGA S Schur 4l

Kyng He e, 8524, 4 BAERR . leverage GMER AT ST X R .

=
Kyng #1830, 56 5 3l B Eulerian 2. A3 0] Rl BhiR 2T & .

Al LU

Connection Laplacian {83 4%} bDD. BB 58, PARLE R -5 01 T 77AE 2

Table 3: M “RERETE L — FEHLIHIC — #2040 — @A WF e, BN 4
FRRORT I T A G A U A IE . TSR AT A 4845 PDE
T EANA] .

Appendix A. PR RIS . 2R ROAN R 4 I PR

A1 SEA MR Schur fb, Hsfiggy AN A

e PR SRR N LR BT, IBCH a, b T TR RIS RO ab/ (a+D),
45 78 25t v, o WO INFRTS (B2

ay1 + by
a+b

WAL (a,b) = (2,2) 5 (4,4/3) #-AE 1 ALK hmil, BIMER S Eami. nlkey
(y1,y2) = (1,0) I, PERHTN 500 1/2 5 3/4. FrLAN S BAGHIORFFSOLRIREE, Afi
FOMRSE P A N BB o SRR WAL TEti” i — A/ NSl Jei i AT B A L ¢
(S E Lo

hrp =

(72)

A2 SR PR S UL VL ol CABA MRS 5 Dl MR S R 022

Proposition 7 (Fla%t PSRk, [HiES]) & L, L £F—F &% L#LX(3), B
RR—A Yo, 4 H. H 53 ABA%RERE, % Lp =0,

€

IH]l s (73)
£
1-— 5) )\min(LFF)

|7 -], . <
LF~— 1—c¢

|r - mr| < : IH - (74)
Proof it E=H—H, W Ec =0, MR &4 te(ETLH) =0 5 te(ETLH) = 0,
Kt

(1= |B|] p <tr(BTLE) = —tr (E'(L—L)H) < ||Ell, o |Hlpp-  (75)
B A (4) BHI R Cauchy Schwarz 13%], 525 E = 0 P LB 22 AL R
B, BEE—X. XH Be =0, |B|] p=tr(EfLrrEr), B3H =R, =
WA 22 LR SEFRIE G « 51— SO R FF 2808 S | A R B A TR E (O3 LA o 2X(74)38

7
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R T LS B ME A AR SE T I S I SO SRS, B S MR AR S, B
HRERHRZEA R, BoS S RKERT R BB W REHiARZE >, 20 78 55 AR T3
S A3 TF AR
Appendix B. DAG EUHPERG: Ri#iIFA 7SSO0 A% AR RE B
B.1 X Brektk REeM5 5
XK (56), 4 g=Vl, ffsBEHRS

TTu=g,  dl=u"db+u'(dK)s. (76)
XIEH Tds = db+ (dK)s HIZEFIRESERX . X EAREEBEIFR Laplacian AREEAR X 434
S FAHTA 7 R AR 6 B RGO SR I AMEE 3R . XTI Vi, L = wys, , [AHZ
AYIEEE A TSSO eHeERE N, SRR A4 /E B AR C 0 H B .
B.2 Delta S Spiy Ji I i 2 X
Fro IR EoN S Sy FTERE Uy, H2 Gu AEVRIY SRS BTk, W)

v:u€pred(v)
AET AR R MR, B o = vo — Mok, 13
aig = tI‘(UJSuAv)7 Vwﬂ = /BUUUkU’ <78)
?
(985 - <TU7 U'uk:’u> P vkug = B’U (UJ—TU - MJkav) <79)

key MBEEEA TN, R ky [FEHBUETRIIEZEME A0 W . 2 key fH—1k. o KA
softmax, (B K H sigmoid, AREEXTIXLEEBHALIE; ¥ loss B HAWBIHGAA B, 1
RN EEAT. PALREIAEERN SR, AME—f WY ZsEH.

K 22 0 1 FoR N, 2/ IE(76)-(79) . Hil T —BOF A BEHER: B & X
backward SJFIEI . IRAMNES key HIEE T, PRAFHTBIRZGS . checkpoint B3 B fR1T
GEMALIR T, RNIESTHREREMER, NREMENRSME L. BEFHAZE—% DAG
PEBE ) 7 18] S 3R — AN BT Delta SEHI MU RS HHBLE: XMASETELRIETE
Graph-UT / WY JI|Z:5EF1,
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