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Abstract Recently, the emerging graph neural networks (GNNs) have received extensive attention
from academia and industry due to the powerful graph learning and reasoning capabilities, and are
considered to be the core force that promotes the field of artificial intelligence into the “cognitive
intelligence” stage. Since GNNs integrate the execution process of both traditional graph processing
and neural network, a hybrid execution pattern naturally exists, which makes irregular and regular
computation and memory access behaviors coexist. This execution pattern makes traditional
processors and the existing graph processing and neural network acceleration architectures unable to
cope with the two opposing execution behaviors at the same time, and cannot meet the acceleration
requirements of GNNs. To solve the above problems, acceleration architectures tailored for GNNs
continue to emerge. They customize computing hardware units and on-chip storage levels for GNNs,
optimize computation and memory access behaviors, and have achieved acceleration effects well. Based
on the challenges faced by the GNN acceleration architectures in the design process, this paper
systematically analyzes and introduces the overall structure design and the key optimization
technologies in this field from computation, on-chip memory access, off-chip memory access
respectively. Finally, the future direction of GNN acceleration structure design is prospected from

different angles, and it is expected to bring certain inspiration to researchers in this field.

Key words graph neural network; hybrid execution pattern; acceleration architecture; artificial

intelligence; domain-specific architecture
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Bt F b 2 WM& ik M RAE R B ot 2 # st L AT A R E B R AN ZM Loy mik E R A
fif e £ IR )R L ) B AR 2 W 45 8 R 6 A ik 45 M) R BE R I B A A B AP 2 W & % ) i AR U AR
kLB ER R LA m BRI T RIF miEk AR A B R EIATIT A T R mik 45 M
Pt B A R B KN EAR MR A B R R A R SR A B R ST AR B R AR AL Rt AT
HEMAGRINEAN B REENTR A ESANZE RN LR M ETO AR ARTTRZ, B2

B A IZARB AT RAR B R — T B A

X4iE EAYZ M % RAHATRX  m M A TR AR E AR

HEEZESES TP303

N TR BE AR, A 45 45 AR 28 M 2% (convolu-
tional neural networks, CNNs) . 7§ ¥ # 4 ® 2%
(recurrent neural networks, RNNs) 276 N A9 AL #5
22 N AL 2 5 AR TR AR BR AR T BORT P E R B
R TTHR. SR A% G2 10 i 28 0 4 g A 3ok 13 L B
823 8] (Euclidean space) BY B4, 12 28 43 A 30 2%
H 250 [ 7 1) B84 TC v R R s F ) 1] 1 52 2% G
F IS ARG v BRI 22 1Y 37 R TR S RAEEL
I JE PE 5 0C & 19 45 40 JE RROL B 45 25 8] v 1 1] 45 44
BEe bR AS R AR 8] 7 9 Y B OC R (At 58 9 4
A P B R A R ) A R R R R R
P R BE ) BITH RS — Fh RE % X KT AT A0 3, TR A
29 PR 9 1R £ 2. B N L (R B X
KR 4727 ST I RE ).

3 B A% G v 22 W 2 55 P B 0 T U RS
K] 1 22 ) 2% (graph neural networks, GNNs) [ iz
17 2 ] ol 28 IO 4% el 75 WL #4852 > e 8% i T 3E KL
A5 s 6] 1Y B g Al b, B ok AT 2 2 R L H
T P o 22 P 2 L 28 3 o 300 s o3 20 L KU O
U HEFR R G S 2 O L R 4 N 4 B
NI HE N TR RE R BE 7 B Bl A
BRET B B R O B B s B 5 AN R
Hr1A.

IR 22 N 28 AT 1 B IR S T AR 48 I H S R g
25 I 2 1O P B AN T) A TR 22 IO 6% 00 T R
A METE R 2 A~ EZB B D KRG B B AT 17
J 545 G B TS AR AL L 75 X & S 43 A e BE AN A0
8 PRI R A7 38 T3 5 Ry B A 19 AT AR AR B R A
I3 — B Be H AT A R S BN 1 3 B8R U5 A AT R R
K20 SR B B B AAT AT S 5 A G 42 I 25 A AL
i £ 2 AN HL (multi-layer perceptrons, MLPs)
A5 J7 AR AT RURRAE 1) AR i 5 TR, X — By
B B F T AU AR AT R R L

P hf 22 I 2% B R 5 AT AT A 4 g 1% o e o e
R A o A 0] 55 A D0 % 1 5 5 U A A S A A A
1545 G Ab 3 25 235 40 1 T TG 1k R R AT g a5 Ak 3L 1A
RGP B BE SR B AT AT M A A CPU Joik A
H 2 2 R G A7 25 40 5 800 WL il vh 4R 25 . 3 2w
) 2RI AT B A GPU &5 HEREHBLAE
s [T AN R0 P | PR B B S Bl S B B B
B S ) RN 2 AR ) 25 T B 4 TR 3R JC I e RO A T I b
25 0 45 T AT 1 T A TR R AR L R R 2
26 15 FH B R 5 48 3 HOG T T L Tk
Tt /2 ELA TR 5 I AR iE 100 T A 25 I 246 3 55 oKL A
WA P it 28 IO 28 L 11 TR g 1) T3 45 ) A TE 01 T

H 2020 4F4 3K 1 30 I ] ] pl 28 1 2 1 Y &
A 258 HyGONY & R 5, B[] 22 R A 2
TEZ G 22 5 A [R) 9 58 124 o 0 235 4 SR 7 L R
el 132 25 A G ST A 98 N D BB 6% 335 WA b T A Tl i 2
o 25 10 3 235 4 1) B AT A S A SO S X R R T %
o7 T A Rl 0 PR LB ULk L A 5 g AR R AR LA
N T O 6 RAE S 5 YR R AR AT A
2R ARG LA 28 I 2% ST AT S R 18 0 T 45 4 3K
THR AR & a5, IR AR S M i 1 DA iR 7 B
TE - ANTTAE 224 2 RN 32 80 3 g O g A 1k B AR i
TIPS R G0 1 53 B 5 A 4. & ) 38 AN [R) A B
VL o 22 ) 245 o0 3R 35 ) 5 T Y R Sk O I AT T R B
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SYHT A R P A 28 I 2% i FH 5 Bl 25 348 18 SC A
[F) £ 3T el b 2 0 4 B0k DA BB R B iR AT S 25 5
GIHT SRR X R T RO 42 4 RO B g A ) SR Y
F U PRl IO 4 Bk HE AT 43 2 O IR AN [ 26 i B
BRG] LR O i P il 2 T 445 AR 1) 4
T A kSR W (AN [m] , B2 87 19 93 28 07 ik O AR Y
()5 R T S R R AT A5 i af R 28 A
Y 2 7~ 2% 2 (representation learning) J7 ¥ & 7, I
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FHE T Gt — I HE HE R i 3R 3k S DG AT 53R 6 1
T BT p 28 I 2% 1 B 00 T P L S5 TR B 28 I 2% Y R A
B 71 (expressive power) FXF b 43 8 ve IR 22 3K FR il
(10 Pl o 28 I 45 AR 2R S SR L Y 4 I AL
ZZE AL 08 THT v P15 0 3 45 4 R AT S SRR
X % 6 b 2 2% R L AL Hy GNP A Sy
FHEAT T 0HE . 5 TR T AR SR R 9 A S
0T 1 A 25 100 46 T 235 g TR ek A v B R B O B
AT AT R G TS A HEE LY
Jet RANE.

1 BESEHZEKNE

AR T S0 T B 45 R ] el 2 I 4% 1) R R
TR AT (8 2R L SR 5 % 3 Ui 10 141 b 428 009 24 A 1 L 1]
28 I 45 1 R 3 5 DA B BT i 28 I 2% 5 4% 0 1o FH )
S [F e AT A 4.

1.1 BEHEEN

PL 2 — i el oy A 2 Y R 2 L T
b AT 4 R ARAE Y B2 TA) YOG AR R 1R LA
G=W,E) MRt eE L Hh VIRE T RES,
EREBWAZEWNNES o e VIRESES i 1
Tple; = (v 0) €E RN S AE; A
ARG I — 2530 AR A IR 5 AN 6] 0 H 7 A0 B
HIE I 2B IE LS WA N (o) ={u€ V|
(v w) EE}. 30, 5L v B8 KR AE 7 & h, SRR
H O mMEME AR TEERHEE POl - R R
AR I o P 28 T 2% vh 3 A B0 R A o) o
TA BT AN IR B RR O AR 1) i 4
(feature dimension) . A h, F/RT 15 v B
W, b, [ R 5o BYRHIE 1) 48 48 B2 451 n 3 7
T ATCENRE R R, = (2,20, 2,)  HAF
TE 1] B2 4EE N n.

AR50 M (adjacency matrix) & & H W 5 &% fi
B R IR R Y 0 A S A B O R Y 7 % T R
A a AN EBE G G Ay SR AEE C R FROR
FRBE R 0 X BHEEA IS 0 58
Z A AED ey € EDBE, HAEFERE A b By Xt A7
BICR A ER 1, AW E R o FH X Fh A7 i =X
A4 RE [ HRE AR AR 18] o 0 A 3 O &R T R
S B PR CRRAE 0] 88 75 2 03 AME A AE — A~ 2 43 B
XER L HA n B RAEd= b, [ (h, ERT)
T R T AR

HT T L 45 A 1 A AL DU e HC 08 4 R I e Ay

G AT 3 U T LA i i 1] 208 32 A
B . A8 b5 81 3% % 3K Ccoordinate list, COO) | JE 4i #
A7 4% 28 (compressed sparse row, CSR) L & JE 4
i i 3 4% 2L (compressed sparse column, CSC).
COO S fe ] B — Bl A4 5 0 4 P g 07 5 B i o
3 —— X A B IE SRR P T A EF R IR 3
MR e R AT SR A S P TS 5T K
TRURFAE.COO # J7 2 0, HId R {5 B £
FFAETCAY - CSR Al CSC A 3t — 20 X J [ 9 A7 it
AT 4. CSR 6 3R RE T8 1 3 A~ Bl 2 X s it e i
Fr Al BN AT B AT 1 R4 HAR Ty 2 A7 el
RS JC R KU s M A R BT 1 ARE
TR TESECEH 4 i 3% 100 5 L TR I U 5 Bk A i 7% K
B AR YD % R AT Y AR IR 51 5, o R
Bk (1-hop) & Ja CHFR T 50 B Zi %5, B W AEFR A
R DAt 300 0 3l i s P R A e ST R
AIRFAE.CSC A% X5 CSR B AL, A ) B 2 3E 47
G 0 FE 4, Jo Bl I LAAE B AR
1A TARSCIT W R B bR b L
Table 1 Commonly Used Notations and Meanings in GNNs
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B AR B B EL A R 1 S AR 5 A 1
ol 275 ) 2% 2 — Fofr fhL TR g A L ] 35 44 B I TR A TS B
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(b) #:AZ ML E

(c) HTH
Fig. 1 Typical graphs in daily life
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RN P UL G i DT A %% ih Ros P R AT A
SUPESEANE YOG R PR (Pinterest) I 5 7E 2018
AEEL IR R AL 20 4271 B 170 /2 450 B RS BR
RN SRS L T FRAE B S R v a5 R 0
(AR AIE T] B 4 B2 W B DL T3, — 29 R T K
R R

2) AR A S B B T s A R R
i (power-law) B AFAE , BRI E0TT 55 25 5 8 7049 45
Z A HA A SC R L TR 2 80T s A0S D i HAR Y
FUZ B TR AR % ), TE H B R SE S AT M
B R A Al B B v B R P R e B IRGE ECE
0N ED R Rl 151 R €2 ¢ ' R iy R (TS S N ]
38 S G A AN D TSI Gk R AR T R
A IE.
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S EAN 6] 1 R 3 s e AR A (6] 5 s 2 ) 5 A
i PSR L A A 1) B ETC 1] (8] AR A [F] 5 A5
SR A AR IR 43 Sy [ 5 R A S o IR 5 AR 4 Ak ot 7
B S5 R SR S R A A o R s A RS L
1.2 BEH#HEMgEE

UL L 2 W 48 A6 N T8 eSS TE
Ky, B & HRE R T WL L A5 28 [a] (9 43 A 4
L5 e ] 7 St A A T 22 B S 3 5 e AL
el 22 T 4% I 38 T A= 1 A 2 TR 8% [] ) A2 30 4% 4t 1]
TR 2 28 1 05 2, 7 S8 R ITR T b 28 I 4% 1)
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SO M SR G R AT @ 5 2 T 3l S R A
BT I RRE R M S M B AT B 2 1 1 ARAL B
Tie 2o 48 JE T AR RRAE ) o R AT O, S A 2 LT
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A Y 32 I I b 28 4 Bk T DL — g
LA,

h',=Aggregate (h{/cNl.,)) s
r® =Update (R Y ,h.),

Hop kY Fom v 1R85 k2 S B AS B B RRAE 1]
SR IR N 28 R AT G L B R R
POTR G U 76 55 )2 I BAUAT 0 R v, T ol 28 IO 445 5 5 ol
T3 3k P CHCRAE TS B D) o X A4 1 s i A7 40
5 B R A (aggregate) R AF 1% 7 476 A2 1Y i [A]
SAE Rz RS GG R HE N RAET
LB JE AT B LR AR 5 9 7R b — R 15 B B RRAE
TP A B Cupdate) 2R 15 4 )2 1% 95 0 (4 iy HH RRAE
Wi bV %0 B AR G b 2 R 25 A AL

T3A R T A IRAT o AR L PR e I 4% AR T R
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M —FE L 2% fifk TR o 4 I 4% 1T REAE AR Y 0t LA
Cover-fitting) BLZ ™ KT [ 34 (14 1 bl 25 99 45 AT 4k
RNEEAL

h),=Aggregate(h¢ P R340,
h" =Update(h’).

54 2 25 AL, SRy AR AT X IR AT 2% 2] R
W B B8 T s — A 58 8 1Y B 22 I 2% 0 35 U 2 (train)
FHEWT (Ginference) A4S 325 4.
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YR — Pl HTR 2 2] (2 B2 38 3 % ) 2% i 47



1208

HEHR S AR 2021, 58(6)

YIRS W8 TE AR oy (1 40 1V 2 80, A BE Sy 8] il 48 1)
24 07 B AR T 9 g e K ) A DB g

] ot 25 D) 4% 38 AT LA G 3 2 ) A% 3% (back pro-
pagation) [y 1 72 X 5 2% pR BICHE AT U 25000 H g
I PRESR T Al £ ] o 28 T 246 v B A5 B 1 Y S R0
(B H B S B 22 10, N R0 B I 23 52 A DB [ AR 40
% BREORE IR DAIHIASE TR X6 54k 1 000 B O AR L 2 AR
L H AT AR BEALR B B sl AR i s gt e,

WA 2 ST AT 55 B bn 255 5 o BT ol 228 99 245 1) )11 2
A FET] 43 A Wi B 2% 2] (supervised learning) 3 W
B 2% 3] (semi-supervised learning) A1 3F Wi B 2% 3]
(unsupervised learning) . A Wi B 2% 2] 22 S HEAR
BT AR G TR K B GO Y 4 26 T
FEA R 2 W B 2 20 1 2 2 REAS AL AL 35 38
3 BRI A BN B 4 o i A T AR Y AR A BR E R R L J
T SO B A3 2T 5 AR W A ) 2
FEARHEAT £ 1) 09 Bt b i, i i 30 55 R b {5 B 2
2] B e R0 K B0 TS A 25 AR R AR08

AN VF 22 BT 0 LR 25 I 45 051 SR i v DI R
MRCR B I TR TE SR mE DL GraphSAGE™
FRER I AR 22 18] 1l 228 00 24 Bk 2 1 SR PR I 5 1) SR
AN ) AL G s 22 # A 1 B9 5735 17 37 %6 [ (Laplacian
matrix) " VR YN ZRAEAS X B0 55 1 58 2o A [F) 1 2R A
TR WX 1] 1 AR AT U s DA 98 20 TC 4% 15309 W)
LI R % 2 (inductive learning) By & FRL10-20300
Velitkovi¢H AP, GPT-GNN" 45 T fE 2 H i iof
TN 2R 75 20 7R A Bl D A AR B RS 1 O T
PR AN 27 2 [T Y 25 4 i SCAR R, DT 552 BLAS 5 3
/U5 A B Ry A5 T ) 450 S PR 1 S8R

2) HEWr i AR

3 3k Y Gk B IR AT 27 2 JFAS W7 0 9 2% 48
RUGEAT IR AR 5 , M 22 2% Ho2e T — 2 T e 77
LB AT AT A B Ao A L A XS [ 75 5K % R AT
(T

FHE VB [7) A9 385 706 A 719 117 R 1 i F P b 8 IR 4 A
B R A A R R G (aggregate) F1 R B B
Cupdate) PR 32 B B B, A~ [m) 1) P12 0 295 5 3k )
VA 32 A (6] 09 532 43 0l %k A [) B B A7 5 3. BT 3R
B B BOM AN A5 A8 FE ATk D7, O W 4B s T
SR BT SR & 32T s 7E S i1 )2 1 v (R RRAE.
EI R G B B i AT o3l 5 AT LA B (accumulate) |
{8 (mean) . &% K (max) . /> (min) . i £k (pooling)
B 5k S IR BT T B B 6 SR A A i R R AR 1
T 3 A 8 O 2% R A AT T AN S R 5 TR A R R

JSUBT B AR AIE 1] A 1 SE R B Be W AT Sl AT LA 2
JZ2 R ML (multi-layer perceptron, MLP) | [T #&
BT (gated recurrent unit, GRU) K48 Hi2{2
M 2% (long short-term memory, LSTM) DL f JF £k
P I PR B S T T SRR B B T A AR g 22
SRR S R 8 3 e I B B 2J AR B 53 Ah Ak ml i
12 (readout) A 4 2R B 181 rb 475 A 1 i i
FRAEHE & R B ok [ R IE R

4 TR AL B AT PR RE 5 OR300 R 2
o 28 B Oy BT 3R K BT B R B B TS R R A
FEIAT W A5 1, GNPy (81 3R A B B 3 e — 4k
(normalization) 45 /E . AT Il 55 AN [A] 15 A5 B B 4 22
S5l i B8 BE AN B E 45 B4 GraphSAGE™Y | He
S NE T A A BT T B BE 51 A ) i & % (vector
concatenation) , Bk K #4: #% (skip connection) 45 #: 1k ,
T fifk W0 285 2O W I s v BE 5 S 19 19 R R 1
i (over-smoothing) ) [a] 5,

1.3 BBV W& H %

Bt TP 2 ) 455 1 %S R R A 8 IR 2 Bk
AR R 4, T34 ] 5 R FH 37 35, 92 BN ) 1 2
] EHEREE @ AN 2 s UL R 2 I 45 0
AJ PL4y k45 BRI 22 W 4% (convolutional graph neural
networks) I E # 22 M 4% (recurrent graph neural
networks) . Bl H 485 4% (graph autoencoders) F1it 25 &
A M 4% (spatial-temporal graph neural networks)
DO R 294 AR 4 K A U X 33K IO R 28 R o 2 ) 4
TR 2 4.

P —— N ﬁifﬁl GCN || AGCN |
I 1 :
L B L
ﬂ\ i Grphsace|| o |
_____________ K ‘ GAT H GaAN ‘
i N
| IR - GGS-NN SSE
f ! |
gi ‘\ ______________ /I
[ I .
% / )
(GNN) | | EIAYwGE b------ VGAE DRNE
! 1
\ /
\' ! Graph
L . [ I B rap
L R R 2% ! S-RNN WaveNet

Fig. 2 Classification of mainstream graph neural
network algorithms
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networks) J2 H 5 58 AN IS BBl B ) A G AR B 45
BRI E A MLy L2 — BN
FRR 25 0 25 R AT 4 Ji , fd L RE 06 Ak B AR WOL HLS =5
B 59 Eﬁﬁ%*ﬁ@?‘?éé Méﬁﬁm‘ﬁ:}’jﬂ%iﬁ ( Spectral)
Fzs 41 (spatial) B9 A 25 Y55 4% 3 FH R #2222 3@
o R R 7 307 R o ) 1] 52 B BRI A5 48 (Fourier
transform, FT) F3¥ {# B i 25 e (inverse Fourier
transform, TFT). %8 548 B & #2892 ) I 1 15
SAL A R S AR AR R 2 LA A R IR el 2 T 4%
H 25 55 0 53 R B 0 PRAT ROR. R B
P& i 25 [ 2% B8 A0 95 TR 4 FR M 4% (graph convolutional
network, GCND™ | [ i Jif [&] 45 B 25 9 45 (adaptive
graph convolutional neural network, AGCN)™% |
REER G F ML M 4% (graph sample and aggregate,
Graph-SAGE)™ | [6] ¥ M & (graph isomorphism
network, GIN)P & VE & 77 ® 2% (graph attention
network, GAT)E™ 73811 & /1 W4 (gated attention
network, GaAN)* 4,

2) G B 2 0 2%

PEERE 22 B 4% (recurrent graph neural net-
works) #1525 i 28 ] 4% (recurrent neural networks,
RNNs) H1 @ T THEBLE 51 A B 1 250585, 48 2R P04 T T
BRI T B v )2 3R s 10 BR P Bl 28 )
BLFE 1] 45 )7 51 [ 1 48 X 2% (gated graph sequence
neural networks, GGS-NNs)" I fifi ML £ 25 #x A
(stochastic steady-state embedding, SSE)"!.GGS-NNs
B 1135 3 B0 (gated recurrent units, GRUs)H%!
SIS b2 W 28 vh 8 LT ] 458 1l 28 T 4% (gated
graph neural networks, GG-NNs), 3% Il FF $h 47
Z A GG-NNs i th 77 514 45 248 SSE 1e $h47 14
A AT MRS R SR S ORI, 2 —
T BE f% X [ R A7 F 285 7 2T (0 90 B 1 b 28 T 2%, T fiE
B AR G b 4 e ) A 5] v

3) KA it d

K A 4% 5 % (graph autoencoders) ¥ H 4 i %%
AP s rr 3 S G e 8 oK 1 A 3R s T 4 Ry IR 4
ERSEREE R IE -y AP VAt e o vl 1 = = 2303 [ 1 A
HEAT IR T s 3R R 2 2] B OB 1L UL 1B E S
25 7284 K H 2 1 4% (variational graph autoencoders,
VGAE)P TR EE 3 9 ™) 254 A (deep recursive network
embedding, DRNE)"/ 4. VGAE J2 5 1 4~ 42 43
H 4n i #% (variational autoencoder, VAE) 5| A &4
WA FL. VGAE SR GON AR A 4 i 7% A S — A
i8] R (%) PR O i 15 2% . DRNE K15 5 10 48 i itk 47

HEy SR G B HRIJH A — 16 iy LSTM, i i 5 & 4B
JE 1 AT L X AR A B A ) AT AR

4) I s [ i 2 R 2%

A 25 [ #2222 (spatial-temporal graph neural
networks) i 4% .0 H 19 52 [F] B 3K Ui 25 [ (spatial-
temporal graph) H i [B] F1 25 [8] f 4K f O¢ & A 25 1]
rRREAS Y R A Bl 258 Ak i A T R 4 H
T A T B s P B AR 2 AR R AT
B TN RIS K (ST KB S ) o) 0 R = )
] ol 22 R 2% 4 55 435 A Pl 282 B 2% (structural-RNN, S-
RNNOE & 3 B (Graph WaveNet)M 25 S-RNN
L8 PR 28 B 46 RNN & I 25 R AR 25 & L 32 4
T A Ji S HE SR R S50 A A B 8] 26 B9 5 SR
% .Graph WaveNet 7£ [ 45 F1 2 i i A7 B I 5 3K
SRS 1 22 ) AR DG A% [ o 3 o 5 T e g PRI 2R
H 2 (dilated casual convolutions) 3 3k BUF& ik 14
P[] 43861 DG 2% o DA TTT 358 IR0 2 114y Tf 2 80 2465 PHAT 3880 %
FERE.

14 EHENENRAZ=S5EEE

15 g TR L 45 0 A R O Ak BRI 27 ST BE T
Pl bt 22 I 24 A A T 3z 1 B 5 0 3 55 v KO S
K s XoF S NATTE AR S 7 46 R R AR Y 2B 16 IR 55 R A
B A IRURS: O3 B | £ Tl 55 J5i s R 1A S AR
SRR K S5 T T X B E R R Rl 3 By
7N 5 UL P 8 0 2% N 1T 3 SERT 4 SRR R S L
FALLGE , HARTE & AL A AR SE S T
G R 5 K A4 e xR LB 1 5 5 3

i 4.

B R AR | SIEEIEN
FEAHERE PUBEHERE
PIRIALE N e HERA

JFIHERE

HZ

DVBARZS T |
7 TIRECE2
SRS THIN
BT 24

AR
K F A
FIRR IR

EESEEP S

AT T
RATIM

SRR
IR PR
Gl SR VE
Fig. 3 Common application scenarios of graph

neural networks

P03 Ui P 2 I 4 o T 37 35

D RS
i #2 & 4t (recommendation system) J& 4 i H?
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e UL IR 2 26 B g 2 — 2 TR A i
HEREAREHN P ZEME EEGHERGER R
rh AL S P RN S AR AR L R R
B8 A 43 A AN ) 7Y ASCTR) Y 22 B G AR 5 1 A B A
FEGIERER G NI E Y AT AT, SR
TRETA HE T FH P 0 D 2, S P i AR BT 1 oA 2 4
i 55 -4

GC-MCM®, Spectral CFM™ , NGCFM*) 2 T 4 #|
J 3 IA] 3 3 (collaborative filtering, CF) 3 4b # 4E
WD A T, DT 500 P P 5 % m 500 H HE 44 %5 1B 3
FH P ST it S5 AT A 23 32 B & 19 5%, DiffNet
DANSERP , GraphRec" % T /B ¥ & [6] FH P 1] 17
FEAARE B P U5 W0 E T AR 2 R A0
KGCONU L KGAT S 45 Af 3¢ T2 AF i 5 57 i
TR AAZ BT s 2 ) O HR & PR 0y A iR A
DGRec™", SR-GNNUH S8 TAE 43 87 HI P B 3 1547
s TR T F P IS Ak AT D AT T, DA T S 3R
J# | HEFF (sequential recommendation).

2) ML

P B 25 R 28 A8 ST B HL L HE (computer vision) 47
WO E AR L BRI E, EE N TR A&
(image classification) . # % #f # (visual reasoning) .
A VEIR B Caction recognition) Fll i == #4525 3
s

R 53 28 02 TH B AL Hh e B Al o A Ry o 22 1Y
5332 SCHRES56-60 17 FH 0 PR 3% | AR AH BLE 43 #
FIATH SCE B A5 5 X R AT B FEA (zero-shot)
LD FEA (few-shot) 27 2], DT o 2004 %o 1] 5 i 47
Jr2R . ICHR61-64 ]38 i i 57 7 5t P L R 3 45 7
oAb BT ML 58 v 28 ML A58 7] 22 (visual question
answering, VQA){T:45 ., A F ¥t B B & 09 A 8005
BLSCHERE65-68 1CTE T AT ZH MK KRS
R[] 7 41) 107 FH AS ] £ P 28 10 2 B0k S B 1
& B 38 50 4 1Y 3l AE 51 (skeleton-based action
recognition). SCHR[ 69-71 3 G4 I 55 I 42 7 v
(light detection and ranging, LiDAR) 3B 5 = %
it o I b S PR R N 2%, DT S B A 2 1 2
5.

3) HERIEF A

& b 22 26 7E [ SR 15 7 AL 3 (natural language
processing) ¢5 38 1 b FH J2& >4 1 A9 # TSR O ) 2
— Ho i 32 Y R SCAR 41 2 (text classification) s
T3 AN AE R R P (relation extraction) FE1H & 3
(knowledge discovery) &7 al 47 T R K.

SCHRL72-75 TR SCAS r i) B3R 20 28k (BT 454
TE I | St A [8] 1 b 2 0 2%, DT 6B 46 472 918 SO AR
i) ) ] ) PN TR IBG 2R o MR A AN [] 1% H B 58 30 SCAS 1Y 43
26 CHRL76-79 T3 o BT ph 28 W 45 27 > 1 ) 1 OC R A
P I 2 OC AR Bl OB R 52 B 3 AR TR B9 OC AR AR
SCHRL80 XS [ 4K 1 5 1 ) A7 161 Bl 28 ) 4% b 1, A
R TE X E (semantic graph) . T A T AR K& #1.

4 HARFEIS

P 22 28 e S AL G W B Ak R 5 2 Fh
H AR BE S 05T 19 & Je v i B AR L A W e R
J5 T, SCHR81-83 4 it A [m] i) 47 B EL A 19 4% (inter-
action network) , i i ) {4 B 25 1 5C I OC 2 45 500
PR AR 0 RS A A 2 0 A W 2 SRR, 8] 4 43 -
A B G W A5 AR Al 25 H BE A 5 5 b T 18 5] 45 4
s, SCHRL84-86 TR 73 7 2 7 iy it 1 B 25 B 1Y
T2, 3 o AN [ 1 PR e 28 ) 45 2 =) R0 3 7 4 4L
(molecular fingerprints). 3Cik [ 87-88 ] 1 i [ # £
o 2% 2 > R T A 5 R) A AR B AR X AR R A
S IREER IC FR M o 2] — 20 b m] W ] T ] 24 R
I3 AF U

5) S

AR, 238 AR A G T R R 4
) 2% SR AT S0 TR 22 SR B 25 0 24 A5 784 [) Bk X Fisf
(i) 123 (8] B 2R A7 2R S8 43 By 338 77 187 6] #2461
28 38 0 mIAIL AT NS B L R AL IR DL S
AN S 38 VL BB A 00 & S BTN s AR R AT
TE B i RGeS P R AT AR A S e Y T
6 T SCHR[90-93 AR 418 A2 38 it 1 Ak 1 A7 2 38 45
PEOUAT R, SCHRL94 10CTE T 9 24 42 SR Fo0i o DA 1
AT B 543 BE . R A7 T, SCHRL95 10 iA%< A %
I AT 1 Bl 2 0 205 A, O3 A SUAB AR L X SRR e
4 (El Nino-Southern Oscillation, ENSO) 25 4% 3t
G HEAT T , DA TG 3 T BE Y U HE K AR

6) <l AL F5

A AT M A7 A DR B 0 XUFRS 5 KL 2 T i 28 R 4
N B )z B Rz — . SCHk (96 T T [a) /s Y Al
N AR HL B 0GR B 2%, Sy Ak B i Al 5 AR G
AT IBS VEAS . SCHR 97 IX I P38 5 6 R Sr 8
A5 BTl g P o 8 0 2 AR S AT O R R BB A b i
A7 RS PPAk . SCHRES 18X I P A7 S 2 57 L 454, Jl
o P 28 I 2% R AT U o S AR LI ) SR 4R A5 3 L U
AT P AT R 3 2 T e R AR
ST IR RS H Y.
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1.5 BEMEmMg5EaiARR

Pl ok 28 190 46 B A B m] DA A5 G IR T30 L S
MR 4 I IS A A JE RN HAT X 2 20 B
o A5 068 P o 2 ) 245 5 4 G2 107 JH Y LB T 4 4.

D5 B 50 T 8

@ Hlod 2 1 = b 28 ) 46 55 1 15 3 R Rk
JL B A5 23 18] A AN KU 10 45 4 540 kA Ak B

@ PATAT N B M2 W 45 1 R R A B B AT 5
8 58 P T 53 BE 1 2R AL 249 0 3 i 72 Bk Chop) 3k I ]
Y R I R A AR R AR AR TR R
FHAL BRI Y R R AL AN TR L T RAE
TR 2 UK B A . T 7 ] e 2 IR 4% P A
A8 Pl e 3 e R I 7 3 e ] B AT RO 1) R Y
LR MBI R E LT BT S R P A e sh 57
b, RERS R AR # 4 5 (0 8 VA5 B BT R Y Ry
A B AU, (LA 2 5 i B9 R A 1) FE AR P
PO 2% R A2 PR B0 T 5 R A v ) Bl 2 ) Sy A

@ =~ RE 7. PR BEH AS B 48 JR 2 o] 1 g
J3 AT I AR R TR B T R T AR LR T
HEFF L 0 26 73 A 55 37 S T P ot 48 o) 2% £ i 22 1) 245
AT A, H A R 27 o FHE BT B9 BE 1 538 3% 57 5
Iz,

2) Sl W 4 N Y A

@ Bl SR A 22 ) 45 I fE b B RROL HLA5 =3 6]
FIRD AL R AR T €] el 28 o0 246 T 1) ) S 3O 52 A 9 v B
Iz AFAE B AR IO L AT 23 (8] B9 A AL . 30 2522 10 Y
el 4 i 2l

@ ATAT Ny IR M 22 T 45 1) 161 B 37 B B 5 4% 4
i 1o 245 L FH AR DL AFLAS 8 i 22 I 255 o, RS B AR
AE LY A B A I8 377 A T ] o 28 R 295 g 1% ol i
RA AR K T ] A HOOC 2R 7 I rh AT A

@ =F R A7, 3 AL I SR A W A o A
HA TR I Y RE ).

@ w22 SR B R 8 I 2% NS R AR
PRAES Tk A B BT i R L AR I AT AR R
B AR TR B H E A R R A a] SEAIE I R R R AT AL
P AR A P Pl 2 0 2% 10 PROAT AR A T e e
i ok B2 M 5 Al BE L H AT E A A ] AR 7 vk
AR BAR 10 7

2 BEHEMARERISIESR

SR 1 A TR M G N 45 1) R A R
AP T A% 2 R e I 2% RO O R A T Y B A R

FEE M EAE G B P AT R v (0 €V) IR FF
fiE 2, DL o 28 0 2% A A T )2 280 P o WA 46 1 e R
A5 B Chop) K. 1 6 X 1 v B A 745 i i A7 R AIE
b, IR TE XS5 5B &0 FE Y AT SR AR o R A
1E AR R BRI AR S MU P A Y R R IR R
B HORHE S A8 & 1 S REAE , 2R 8 5 MLP 458
DL A 228 I 248 3% TRl o 5 R AT ST AR R 1Y R AE )
RPN 2% 1 SR 5 0 BT o AR S R AT, B R
1 K W5 47 i th . 10 28 090 45 1 i s mT At
RS R B ARRAE ) i L AT DUJE S8 8 readout
S5 AR R LY 5K P B SRR AR ROR

BE 1. 2 I 45 3 T o R AR AR

O for HATH v €V do

@ W R <z, ;

®  S(w)<Sample(N(v));

@ end for

® for k<1 to K do

©® for BN EH 0EV do

@ h',<Aggregate (hi/cs(,)) s

h <Update(h* V ,h', \W.b) ;

@  end for

@ end for

R 34 2R N T3 RE A5 44 1 I 9 ) il 2
— IR 25 2 7 R S A Bk AR 2 Al K
WEE A BAIT Ji 1 % T8 K- & 6 T [e] P81 el 28 I 2% £
MEZE 547 e Pe ny BF & TAE. i T I Bl 2 26 i 5
1% g 1 22 0 2% o T AEAR Z2 AT 5 =X 05 1 A S it ) T
ZAb i 2 O AR TR U i il 28 R 25 HE
B A 4n PyTorch A Tensorflow S5 #E47 4 &, 2
SRR B2 0 5 07 P A T AR AE 2R X SEAE SR 5 T
R R Z R R B M 2 s S R 2 B R, T
BT P ARG B S0 bR BT 8 2% T TR X
DL 1 L 28 IO 2 HE B8 5 7 g R HEA T A 4.

1 PyG

PyTorch Geometric(PyG)™O% i Z 45 52 8 T\,
KEFWEIE A BN s, 0 B R A 3 1 ] i 28 1
YR FE, B 3T PyTorch HE 4™ J 1M B . 7] i 3¢
Fife CPU Ml GPU & Liafy . T UL ER T % WL
P 455 4 B0 i A B 5 A6 L Py G 42 1 06 R 2% 2
(relational learning) A1 3D %y 4& b ¥ 45 )7 v 19 3 4.

PyG S PR E 5 %\%@ (message
passing) % F, i ] P BEIE 7E PyG I PRk T B 1 5¢
AT G PP 22 ) 238 B30k O BT F S8 AR R AR e 1T T
H P L2245 90 % L message Fl update pREL DL K
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PR AU A B BT 58 i — A 1 M 28 0 26 5 1k
(R, 2 BN Y AT Q8 FE R G DL RO T SR AT
TR R AE.

2) DGL

Deep Graph Library (DGL)M " J& i W 55 8 A
TR BB 9T B 5 A 2 2 R A B I TR R i 22 1)
Y RPEDGLETZMO AP EMKHELRY R
SEEL, H AT E X 3 Tensonflow , PyTorch #1 MXNet,
I de/ME ] P - 5 3 B8 1 bl 28 0 2% 455 R A Y T
YE&.

DGL 4 [t 28 0 26 1 530 2ok FE i 42  FH P mT e
BT B AL 1B A OT , O B I B 2 X 2% b 1) G i AR
W3 155 00 AR B HL R ) B 36 R K TR E R B
1Z Ak 1) i B - B8 85 7 BE 9 (generalized sparse-
dense matrix multiplication, g-SpMM) 5z 1k ¥ %
A R 48— B 4% 78U 46 B4 9 (generalized sampled dense-
dense matrix multiplication, g-SDDMM). %5 4},
DGL ik 51 AT A [ 26 51 19 IF 47 35w, 3l i X g-
SpMM K M I47 . X g-SDDMM 3k Hl i1 9 JF
A7 8077 30 A H 2 i PR T 3 B M A AR

3) AliGraph

ALiGraph"*" Jg BT 5L & [ BA & A 9 18T 1) K B0
] ol 22 o 246 (8 BT R g FH 82 T 1) — RO U5 43 A X
HEAE, H 2 28 7 ) L 1 T 4 AT 5 B 9% .

AliGraph B & 4 4y 1 5+ (operator) | K ¥
(sampling) A1 4 47 i (storage) X 3 I~ EZ K. B T
JE AN TR] B P Bl 28 00 26 505 3 i O &R G0 TP R R
(sample) . B & (aggregate) F14 4 (combine) =4~
BT IR AT AT 5T s SR 2 4 2 AN [] 1) R A
SR o foff JHL 18 A0 bl o o 0 b 2B I R RS 5 BUHE A7 i
J2 38 ok R B R 4y % AN TR VR AT A 0 A
itt L K G2 A B 0000 25 SR s R 52 B v 200 i 4k 2 21
FAEAE.

3 [E SR ) 45 fn i A Bk AR

Pl o 22 190 2% 1) 52 23R SHAT 2o T D LA 280 e ok
T8 2 RME AR 1 ST X T 22 2% R AT AT
VA% 5 B0 - 3 R I 1) 4 8 10 19 1 o 445 ) TG vk
1o CPAE T P 2 T % ) D DR A e A 0 T 2 1 IR
25 00 248 110 45 R TR v 3 A PR
3.1 BE#MERZHITITASHT

P ol 22 o0 % T o 2 ) 2 Y 45 AR G
AT R[] p B AT X 2 A% 28 107 T A 4 A o AR i

BHATIR A B PAT AT . 1813 A PR R B B R
AT AT e B S5 3R 2 BT IR & I HATAT M 45
Pl o 222 19 2% 14 SR ERA T A SR A R 6 £

D B & Br B 7E LB B, P i 22 1 28 X 4 A
A Q08 S R AT 7, DT SR 4R IR A AR Y
A BREAEAR B A5 BB RL HAR B X — 2 i A PRA T
TEAR KRR JEE b A T P 45 4 9 o A R A T 30 552 1
T A P A E A v ) e R 4 e R I ) A
JE A 99 0011 HLIE A R (8] B O R O A A
D], A5 A0 B0 08 i 1 s A B R RO [
IR AT Sy R S R 2 R 2% ) 1R 2R S B B A AE
R B Bh AT 5 A 57 52 AT 295

2) PETHE T B BEAE 1 By B BT i 22 19 45 ] o
BRI AT R AL 1) R Y 2 0 2% 7 e A R 5
e e 22 10 245 1 FHARMLLL ik — el e v, AN [ 7 i 3k 52
R B 22 I 4 46 ) L )2 op i 8 00 22 i ) B 4
LA ] . PRI P B B B LA 7 2 Y T SR R AL I Y
Vitf 2 E 2R,

Table 2 Execution Behaviors in GNNs™’
R2 EWMEMERTITHELED

WATITH P 2R A B B PR B i B B
EERE SN ) 4% & R B T & W
LEITEBIIES % 5]
LGRS A & AN s &
T 5 S i [
AT LR MAT &

3.2 BRAFEEHNARE

MRAE SCHR 106 17 3 o AS [R] g ] ol 4 ) 246 A5 70 7
el 2R 5 R 1 BT B B LA R L PIOA T AR TR AR
5 LA R 22 T 4 1) kA0 Bt A 461 1 B 5E RO
T AN Z Ak

% 35T COLLAB" ¥4 4 7 CPU (Intel
Xeon CPU E5-2680 v3) ¥ _L#AT GCN R iy 25
B E 4 FH T Reddit™ ™ %4l 48 78 GPU (Nvidia
GPU V100) ¥ & $447 GraphSAGE # I iy 45 5%, |
AL 38 i PyTorch Geometric SE3. M3 3
LA B R B B A 1R AR L TR ST B B
M DRAM i [l 55 2 1) 5045 - DI 3 08 &5 11 DRAM
Vi ) BEFE. U5 TR 40 AU 4R JE A oes BE BE AL L 7 2R
AW B L2 L3 A7 B T 448 4 i 28 IR 8k
(miss-predicts per kilo-instructions, MPKI) #% /&,
() Fsf 0, 52 BTG 12 0000 R A ) 5 1) 5 A7 Hb ik A B D)
VA A5 A 4 300 ] A T2 1) 250 B 90 AL o 2 2o
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P ST B B A R AR AL RR 22N DRAM 5[]
RO R R O B e R R T R R AR KR 2R
JECRIBIL A A AR B AR s 2 1)) iz 3 L AR AR
CPU b 3 =2 500 10 52 il AR 22 18] 19 ) 25 1A
B[] FF f e 2 Al 3k 36 %600 F GPU &5 b A2
LSRR (R 4 ).

Table 3 Execution Behaviors of GNNs on CPU™!
x3 BEHEZNEHITITAHE CPU LHERD

PWATAT Ay AL R FegingE P& B B B
DRAM i ff & 5 8 12/B 11.6 0.06
DRAM 1 f7 REFE 43 /E /n] 170 0.5
L2 Cache MPKI 11 1.5
L3 Cache MPKI 10 0.9
[ 2 1 1) o5 b 36 %

Table 4 Execution Behaviors of GNNs on GPU!®’
x4 BEHZMNEHITITAHE GPU LHg R

PATAT oy it Al 4 b R34 B B &1 B35 B B
DRAM 1 7 & 5 45 /B 2.35 0.01
THEL S IT A % % 50 90
B JE 58 AR 2 B (IPO) 1.78 2.49
L2 Cache fir 15/ % 6.87 82.5

B #h 2 W 45 BIR S AT AT o8, S BB I F B
TRk o PRI 28 T 2% 4 RAT B 13 e T L v R 5.
X CPU 5k UL . B T8k A5 5L JF HE R
B B Al D7 AN R0 U A 2 S B0 B0 R0 B 4 %)
T GPU e it F 454 AR Jot o2 17 17 258 {81 4 28 ) 4%
A B AT R SR AT A S BT 5 A G 5 AT
BT e IR AN KLU Y g
3.3 fREMAMELEHETRE

T 5 1 ] ol 228 1) 246 HE S 6T P61 ot 28 0 5% )i
PR T 225 18] A7 BR 3 A0 o 3 45 4 it i 1
—Fof GRS T A= 4 7 e b T O R U T T Y
T 45 K R LA SRy R E P B B TR BT R
A7 T2 UREE R DR HG 18 ik ke B AT R A $h AT R0R AR
R SERLS LY

SR TNE TET 1) 42 298 11 - AR 2 0 5% 1 P 19 o 3k %
Ay T 12 i S5 1O %o BT Al 2 ) 4% X 1] B M 3 4
R 55 5 AT T 1o 3l 285 A i T 58 R A R 35 A
PEATBETT o HLAR B 1% P 45 K v 1 i AR AR /N I
S AN L T 1] B e B AR T R BE T L OF B
VAT R0CHZE A 1R S i B R DU P R A e 4 25 [ )y
P Xk T ol 22 9 2 o 2 A T, ] T 1) A

HEITE AR i A AT R RE T/ — 2 T AR
AP 225 ) 245 00 S 5 A () o o R S AT Y R L E
el bt 22 I 4% JOT b S T 1 7 i B2 2 70 L A% G bl 2 T 4%
ST Ak B A L 2 AR50 R I A s I 4 s 4 R R B
28 IO XoF AN R0 5 7 A I U] - BR A B ), Tk e AR
AT BT o 2 00 245 1 TB1 SR 65 B B 3 b RT3 B30 o ek 4%
) TR 225 IO 248 o113 455 4] 127 IR B 0T 1] i 428 ) 245 e 1
By B AT N TR RS 2 A B AT R
FE LA X P il 425 09 24 1 1) ol 7 K
3.4 BEHZ MK NIk

- BT ) G TR R 28 2% g Y
T 235 4 Ak B P b 20 0 4 R RAR T 1 JR AL B 45
Pl 4 7R B A Ak 3125 25 40 0 380310 5 45 2R L p
25 W 45 L 11U 1T AH I A o 205 4 4 HE 01T

/b S BER H A LS AN 2 A |
i 3 A D) P 5 e k0 2 A !

________________________________________

| IS 4 1

| 2 28 T

Fig. 4 Reasons for low efficiency in existing processors

Bl 4 B A AR A5 AR AR R RN A A

SR Hhy T P21 o 22 9 2 3R 2 IRAT A 0 B 5 R A
TE (i) P o 22 ) 295 I8 D ) T e 45 ) i 4T3 % T 1 1 22
PR PR =TT LUy R R AR 2 A D5 L A
7 T < L Al 22 R0 245 1 o 45 ) 5 2L ) I R 68 13 2800 XF
S L) A0 A R ) Y SR e T R R A
P8 AN KL DU I e DA 4 o A ] 3R B BE X 408 i 1
AP DT 2 5 U™ A SRR A L O TR i 0 4%
TR 5 KA e T O T 22 Bk A 3 A, Pl 2 I 46 1Y
AT I A i TR R AN [) 00 9 AT A 1 3 4
TR V5 AE 7 T - I 26 I 45 0 o 245 ) 75 22 ) 1 R %
1 8 X A AL ) A0 A D) ) KL JRE 7 A7 LA R ey 5
SR TR IR An ey 58 73 3t 20 47 1 5040 52 1 o o o 22
28 TR 5 R e T B R K

4 BEMEMNZMEENTETRE

FI 2020 4F 4 3R E 3 ) 18] p 22 0 265 00 0 1 &
FIIEE 454 HyGCNY R R J5 Bt | 2 R 5L E
TEIR U™ T 22 5 AN T[] B 5 74 i s g 2R i 28 T
VEAE v S5 110 P ol 22 190 205 530 26531 9 o JH A9 B B
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BEE I & OB R F A 22 7. R 5
ST A TARE R AH AT BT .

D) SCFPRE I

LR 5 TLUER], HAT A TAE K Z x5
— b S PRI o 2 o 2% Bk AT R, O HE D[R] A AR
Z M 4 GCNs JE Z. {0 Auten % A, DeepBurning-
GL.EnGN HI Cambricon-G BI#FFE TAEEHME S5 £
Tl 205 1 ] o i ) 4% B 1k

2) SCHEB B T

A TAER Z HRESCHREXT B i 28 X 2% 1 1 25 1%
I W ep 09 5 — By Be it AT ik L AU Cambricon-G [A]
IS # 2 ANBYBE, Graph ACT T 1] Yl Ziid 72 AR T
1 ¥ H G T 4 W By B

3) &

BAT T /E 8 % K A CPU-FPGA By S HF 5 .
ASIC “F & 3£ N BT & 52 IR ok 235 70 45 2.

FPGA JE3 7] 4 1212 85 T[4 51 (field progra-
mmable gate array), & 31 A 51 i FPGA fid & X
P ST F 3% 5 f B, SR T R RO AE 1 T RE L B
Bk i vl ACE MR R S M. CPU-FPGA 1) 5 4 %
£, AT LU CPU il FPGA F- 65 4 BUIT I, 47 THAT
P o &2 0 4% g FH) o ) S ) 25 B O A B C 5 3k 3
IR

ASIC % F £ % i % Capplication specific
integrated circuit) , FH F7 B 8 #1245 A [W] 19 12 H 37 =
I 38 5 il & FH A A4 45 48 ASIC 7] S TE A D 4

B R FORAE A IR, 5 FPGA AL, ASIC &
B O BE T PR T R R A A A BT

M35 (processing in memory, PIM) &2 f#
PR R 25 K9 15 1 v A7 38 (memory wall) 7] 85 (9
N7 R Z— A7 N 538 18 B A7 AR DG Y B
T AHT B 25 07 20, 78 N A I I BU7E WA 2
HHEAT TR BB AR T B T 5 T B )
AR BE B L A Bl T R B A 5 A i At B Y D A

4) KA AR Tr

FEXTEE 3 75 280 P M 2 X 28 AT AT S A R Y
JsE Pk AT AR B S B AL B AR v DL g it
B EUifE R R AM IR IX 3 AR IR

@ &I o 2 0 288 o 285 4 A 7 552 O E A A
16 HARIE S8 4248 047 P 3 WY A6 75 ) 6 45 17 28
¥y Wk h A 8D AT S R AR R A 2 B AR

@ Bk EUife 2R EL i B 2 HEA
248 FEURLBE 7 A7 E5HE 1) 2 [ J 308 P R0 ) Jmy A8 2
ST REB > b R B A . Y i R B
SRR A & b A7 it R0 P B8 4 A7 2508 o 4
I3 AN A T 47 1k 5 A AR Y T 4 1 i 48 T 4 Y
B 2 B8O S B AT R b A7 2 ) 9 75 K

© AT Bk D R ST AF T2 OB R T R
JE kTR E B T B0 R 03 T 12 4 v TUBCRICR AR
A ) R 1 T R L B 25 U A R B BOHE 2
o 2H A R A T R Sl g AR R e D U AT T

Table S Comparison Among Existing GNN Acceleration Architectures

£S5 DAEMENLEMELSEERTLL

ES /R EN
No EAS SRR SRR B &
i R LU WA

1 HyGCNLJ GCNs e B ASIC J N/ N
2 Auten %5 A [105] GCNs.GATs, MPNN,PGNN HHE 1B ASIC O N/ O
3 GraphACTL1) GCNs VIS CPU-FPGA N/ N/ N
4 Zhang % A [112] GCNs i CPU-FPGA N N N
5 GCNARL3) DAGCN I W7 CPU-multi-FPGA </ N/ O
6 FPGANI!11] GATs T 17 CPU-FPGA N NG /
7 DeepBurning-GLM11! GCN,GS-Pool,R-GCN, EdgeConv Eiid FPGA N/ NG @)
8 AWB-GCNLot GCNs i W7 ASIC J J N
9 EnGNL116] GCNs,GS-Pool, Gated-GCN, GRN,R-GCN I b7 ASIC N/ N/ N
10 GNN-PIML!17] GCN, CommNet, GGCN e 1B PIM NG O N
1 Cambricon-GUa  CONGraphSAGE. DiffPool EdgeConve oy ASIC J J J

DGMG.GUN

T TR SRR PR s O om R W A FE AR BAR.
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R 22 30T 1 VTt 2 1) 246 IO D ) o o 45 4 24 AL
W& 3 T AT T AR PEAL AL AR X 2 AR 5L
TR AR I 5 BT L R
M FEN R BEAE 32 B 5 . A SCR DU [A) )= i
KT A 0 Fe bt A4 TR 2 T EA
TAERIF TR A 4.

5 ERLE W R S B ST

AT H T C AT B0 P 2 0 45 e 6 0 Y

R FEAT S L T RS PRTBETT 10 7 JBE , 65 i ik 45 44
A il 5 A ) J2 U S B DG A B A 2k B F0 3 sk 28 2R
HN G SRR AR LS 6 T A
PRI

FT T T o 222 O 45 3 8 4 T W 355 AN D A 2 O
TET P98 o DR IHE s 285 ) ] el 2 O 245 T e 4 4 3 AT
A5 A ]2 U e AL S % AL AL R JF HL, & AR
UCH BRI A B AR 22 1) A AR A L 22 Rl — 1R R
(] — BT A% 0 IR 55 AT R it 2 0 28% o ek 45 44 1)
ARV O T A N 3R 6.

Table 6 Core Design of Existing GNN Acceleration Architectures
* 6 LA E ML M LK 0k 55 4R 0

%51 No. EA S B

1 HyGCN™! RA S @ 3T GCNs
2 Auten & A [10%) NoC 3% 5% il (1) 8 £ 2 58 LA % A KL 0] 5 7
3 GraphACTH! T R R G0 IR A S BTN GONs I 25

TRA I 45 1 4 Zhang 5§ A\ 117 SR T R 25 ¥ Uy ) 4K
5 GCNARMH) Z FPGA R & LR TR ANE DAGCN [8 45 FR 22 [0 25 5 7Y
6 FPGAN[!14] H GATs 7E FPGA -5 T & il #RAE 14 B3 17 1% 1
7 DeepBurning-GLM!5 T AR AL 04 T R A AR S & R 357 B B Ak A BT 2 I 4 s 285
1 AWDB-GCNC104] IBATI Bl IR A

EnGNL116] 1 I T B A5 — A A 45 T X K LA P ot 2 [ 45
— Ak i 55 A

3 GNN-PIM117] TET i ] A 2 190 0% 1) £ P T S m s 25
4 Cambricon-GI118] 9 30N B B A5 GNNs 19 1 25 7 4k 5 B Bt

BRI Ok, AT A TAES MIRG
TS 5 AR R — A i 5 4 TR 2R TR L 3X 2 2R
TR LG FE BITE B A [R] J2 R0 DG B A Th B AR L 4% T G gt
ek 4 AR G 08 I X ] 4 26 X 4% 7F 45 A 2 O I 7Y
P8 [R] ) SCORE 8 A B, ] ST 300 P 22 T 5% 1) 1 R
AT,
5.1 EB&mMESEK

g T A RO R R AT AT S AT LA R
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Fig. 5 Hybrid architecture of HyGCN™
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Fig. 6

Heterogenous pipeline of CPU-FPGA platform in GraphACT!!!
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A [ #4) 4b 3 B3 TG (processing elements, PE) 4140
Kl 7 fr 7~ , PE Z 8] DA Ring-Edge-Reduce (RER) f
WANE XA E %, 5 — 50 PE I THATARE R G
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Fig. 7 Processing element array in EnGN!!
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RS ) 4 7 7 81 % B (attention graph convo-
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Fig. 8 CPU-multi-FPGA architecture of GCNARM!!™
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58 4 5 4 A1 U7 X T B R S R RE R)
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Fig. 9 Module architecture of ref [105]
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I R AR S B 7E DNN BAS1 (DNN queue, DNQ)
hikE 2 MK, KPP REER LAFMES
(62 KB) 171 57 7 7 B\ 41 3045 R 4B 3R ok 4515 B, /N2
i AR AR (2 KB) 171 53 A7 it 6 h AR D i 4 15
B RN R DA AR A BB A O DNN Jinsk %
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Fig. 10 Three-level on-chip memory of EnGNM'?
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An example of data preprocessing in ref [112]
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