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AL S, ] OOD iz AL # SR e dt B BLAR - > B RAE B S0 5 v B8 Y B ST 1) o 4RI, P A7
PATR B, IR AT ANz A ) R B B e -

o PR ST LB 2SR A AR L EARR I, X R E TR B BT, IR
A FEHTRILRASEE (RG-S SCAR) TFR BT INZ SR TR Y I A T R

o FUESSMIZHENE: K ERMBIREZ AL, MR, SRR BN KGO RIAT S, FEREE AR BLE
FARRIZYSR, R RE 2R A RO AL R A 2 15 OOD 2 A7k

o Vel oy Ari i B8 JS UM S TPk 11 L 7011 i B8 AT AP AE TR B (BT R ) gl (Blania R/
SHANLE ) o KB ZRRBIE AR (AN 1R ) 45 OOD 2 ALk T 2 Xk

LB S PRI SRR, YE A LEXTE 00D 124k )y bt REERB S A3 M. AR SO 1Y
OOD ZAL#AT T ARG A E LAY . BIKIE, KB HE OOD ZAKFBIY SR I AL AW, ASCE 5
gyl TR AR R EE S B S AR T YRAE LS s D AR T AL O OL B, R B T YRR 0 =AM TERR S B
P83, FHRHE— IR AR IR BT TR S b . 20, ARG T K 00D
AR A B BEA -5 AR . AR B USR-S A R . ), ASCRE e T4 T
{ERE— P RR BT 1A -

— LU R SR N R [18, 19]. & A HiEre ) (20, 21), BTS2 [22, 23] S A OEAT BT 98
i, XL TAE A R EE R REER . |, BENFFRUE OOD iz ik — M % Ot se
Hk, HApi o SRR IR SR OOD 3z AL SR (A ) AT ) S SRS 72—, ARSNGBy R e P2
o AT Bz x4 00D {Z A7 ik fopr it Ut T4 i R SR A5 Skid T AR

AR HAR T LT o 7S 2790, JATEA ML 7L OOD ZALRy i, 4 13 Txh BlA Sk
8. FRATAESS 3T R4S 5Ty At sl T =2R07vk, RS WIS T A C e (FE58 6717 ) A0 T PRIk
fase (TE58 7). FRATESS SN T i SNZACTE EU R R A R . B, FRATIAESE O sl T
ARRATRERI BT 7 -5 HLIE o

2 BREAENLS5HE

TEATTH, FATE B8 A ANZ AR E L E Lo AR JBATIRAL TR BA1E OOD Z4bJ5 kK
%K.

P

2.1 [EIRERE XL

4 G = (V,B) Fom—AE, Hh V21 AES, BECV xV 2R, X e RV JURTRHERE,
Hrp P29 R 4ERE . A ORISR SBR[k, & G R AR mURFAE AR M AL,
WG =(X,A), FEEARFSUIIER 1 R4S,

4 G A AKIZER], Y MRS — A SE 0 FETNG fo: G — Y R AL G € G B HIAR
BY € Y. RIS ¢ AR BTN EISRRA Y MR . FDTT S, B OOD YA yERyE: B H e —

1) Agiadp R E OOD 24k ¥k M5 https://graph.ood-generalization.com # %],



https://graph.ood-generalization.com

PR EERE R 8

( Distribution shift on graph sizes Al Distribution shift on node features )
Train Test (large) Train Test (noise) Test (color)
@ .>
\ \, J
( Distribution shift on graph structures and node features )
Train Test (molecules from unseen scaffolds)
Scaffold 1 Scaffold 44,930 Scaffolqc 44,931 Scaffold 90,124
X0 (e, X e
y = active y = inactive y = active y = inactive
\. J
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AL D5 1 B AR NSRBI , TFEAAAE RS G 08 B 5 RESS (AR Wi i IRt L PR By R APz fevEfE .

Figure 1 Complex types of distribution shifts on graphs. The distribution shifts can exist on graph sizes, node features, and graph structural
properties [6]. The OOD generalized graph approaches are expected to perform well on the unseen testing data even under distribution shifts
rather than overfitting the training data.
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Prest(G,Y) Fl Prrain(G.Y) Z IR 7311 H% P RE- S ECEET 20109 (LD.) (Rt iy I e e e, DAy
HARER/ MO B ERPFIR By wp,,. [((fo(G), Y)] FoETRAG—AEN i ES T REIZ A B S B

TS H52, X (1) SRR RTEINZRE ERUSRARRE , MR R A1 B RS AEE Hoam ik
AP BRZE . T 2ERAE, W AE I 2R Bo2 R .

SEGREIZ AL [24] MIEL, B OOD fZAbA T EHONIIR, RN B 2R eI 2 )2 A A%
CUIERFAEG S (BN, S5 SRHIE X)) FIFRFNG (BIan, RN, Sl A) fifs. X 2wl g
WL, WATEERI A, XN — N RERBTE — AR5 WY BESAE S (BT g SR A SO )
FABAZAL R BN G f5 Wk T BEPR

2.2 HiEH%E
MK AR A RS A SR PRI g e i OOD Z AL, BATFRC AT T KERE MR . &
PRI, A T7 V] H BOHAE L S AR P BB R B BE S AU AL, R0 S AR =26
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# 1 BRBUHS

Table 1 Main mathematical notation

Symbol Meaning

G=(V,E) A graph, where V' denotes the set of nodes and E denotes the
set of edges.

X e RIVIXF The node feature matrix, where each row corresponds to the

feature representation of a node.

F The dimensionality of node features.

b

The adjacency matrix, which represents the topological

structure of the graph.

G The input graph space.

Y The label space.

G A random graph instance drawn from the graph space.

Y The random label variable corresponding to the graph instance.

fo:G—=Y A graph predictor parameterized by 6, which maps an input
graph instance to the label space.

4 The model parameters of the graph predictor.

£(-,) The loss function, which measures the discrepancy between the
prediction and the ground-truth label.

Pirain(G,Y) The training distribution.

Piest(G,Y) The test distribution.

D= {(Gi, Vi), The training set drawn from the training distribution.

N The number of training instances.

(G, Y5) The i-th training instance and its label, where G; € G and
Y;eY.

fe The graph predictor with optimal generalization performance
on the test distribution.

Ec,y~p[] The expectation over the random variables G' and Y under
distribution P.

& The set of environments; |£| > 1 indicates that multiple

environments are used during training.

SN0 11 R RE T8 70 8 B R AE R I A 25 8] o FEPRFFREALE T2 A M RTER T, PR s Ty vl id &
G Y SRR, B R UGB R . AT E— R R e A s 5 | A Rz AR AL

o BN (Model): %I EME T BT HY EIBEEH , YA B4R OOD iZ bR i IE R . Hrb,
BT FOR AR I PRI 5 1 DR O AR R ) PR R I S A USRI T o X 28T YRl 5 L A S
B R B AR AR, R B e A A E 1A e 2 R Z A A BT 2 r, DASUIAEASE 2R S22 i T Xt 20113 i 7 1 R A
BITTIRZAE BRI B BRI, A H ARl S PR IR A 22, R DR RAH 5C R 225 R AR 5% I
FEIMUAZY B o AT S e AT AT 5 s 158w AR I 25 H A gl &, (H 3 25tmkde b T ) OOD 2
ARE B R R BR A BT

o 225 (Learning Strategy): % AIEMINGSIMLAMEEL K, MR BOHEER > Bin, 298
s AR R I SR ) OOD JZ4khE )y, AR TAR IR AT L BRHTUIGRA A A 2~ 4%
SRIPRITEAIR, 27 >) SRS S5 i i R B U B X, IO T4 Y B B2 28, i Ao — i
MR, 525 GNN & T MO RAFRaRa . HA OB E Tl 51 aap > il e, (AR AT
AR AR 2 o

X LETTIEN ZARES B 2y - (HSCHEANSER AL, BOX G2 T OOD IZ AL, FATHER] 2

T I IR A MERL, IR S S E Y R BN RIONEI T RS iR . % R E AR b
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Structure-wise graph " Auo-
itk ]——(GAug, MH-Aug; KDGA. )

Feature-wise graph : T AL
Pt J——(GRAND, FLAG; LA-GNN. )

Mixed-type graph - — oA - 77
dats augmentation GraphCL; GREA; LiSA; AIA; MARIO; Mlxup.J

Disentanglement-based ]—{DisenGCN; TPGDN; FactorGCN; DisC; NED-VAE; DGCL; IDGCL; OOD-GCL.)

Graph OOD graph models

generalization

methods Causality-based OOD-GNN; StableGNN; DGNN; CAL; DSE; CIGA; EQuAD;
graph models CSIB; G-Splice; CaNet; E-invariant GR; gMPNN*®*® ; CFLP; Gem.
Graph invariant GIL; C2R; DIR; GSAT; UIL; VIVACE; EERM; INL; FLOOD;
learning GraphMETRO; DIDA; SILD; EAGLE; SR-GNN; SizeShiftReg; StableGL.
st Graph adversarial r " 5 " "
arning Strategy Gaining DAGNN; GNN-DRO; GraphAT; CAP; WT-AWP; OAD.)

Graph self-supervised Pretraining-GNN; PATTERN; DR-GST; GraphCL;
learning RGCL; GAPGC; GT3; HomoTTT.

2 P AMZAL DG ik sy Btk . RUBAT J TEAEPIDLER 2 2D i Rivb DR AR 8, FRAT IR Pel 3 A Az A 5 i R0 53 T =AWk
AR, WSRO J R T S SR i 5 1k

Figure 2 Taxonomy of graph OOD generalization methods. We categorize existing methodologies into three conceptually different branches
based on their positions in the graph machine learning pipeline, i.e., data, model and learning strategy.

ZECA LA TARRR % [15, 24-26], [AB7E% 8 T & OOD ZAMEH S iplkett. R4S, %02k
TV S WA ] 5 ¥R A s AR rp B st R A A E IBLARD, B 2R sl aloh Dot R R, PARCHAE A7
> R R AR ) G B DR ER YT . it A SRR RIS 22 5, ATER 2 PG T EA]
TERFFEE AR B AL A E R ST T 25 5 IO, 452007 VA E S B2 i I (A B S ) L AR
WA T 3 .

3 HiE

Bl I (EHREE) 1) OOD IZ LR IFEAR AR B _ LA T I 2R it i 2 FErE 5 i [16]. —fi
M5, WAL R R, R R AT T Rz A RE BT o . B X —IAH, 18K
Y5t 5 YR 0 S P R A T B, AR g 37 i A k) T M3 3 2 T N SR B SR 81, AT
PRENGRa A, ETHRE) OOD 2 4khE ). HEE R B L2on

H}inEX,’Y/ [Z(fg(X/), Y/)], (2)
Hor (X,Y") Rt R aEdRsgE D L sm B EA s UISRAEAST, D' oA R 5 I 2R -

MIE BT RF , BRI 5 IAR T IHA ) =250 S5 35R (structure-wise augmentations).
fIEX5E (feature-wise augmentations) VAMIREITIIETE (mized-type augmentations) .

3.1 g EREEE

oI T 5 (BRREh) 2R B M s 5 SR, — L8 AR ST X A B AT 45 A g5, e A
WM Z FACR ISR, (B B s e AR I 4, S THELALRY OOD IZ4kRE Ty . X LA
A IR L P AR u AR SE B SR REAS 4R R OOD {Z AL MERERY AR B HR T IR . 50 T oA [ e
SEOTIRHEATHE, SN REGA (18, 19,
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# 2 PIOMNZAL R ITIEMMEE R R S ORHEDON . RN IE H b TSR . BOHBBE . % GNN 5 T P& SR |
BB LRI L. Be MR AR T-BE A5 T, WA T8l . 6 T BERAE 122 21 SRMs 0 )5 i AT Eu AR, NI SE A SO B i 40 280k Bty
AR SN LEE

Table 2 Conceptual relationships and key distinctions among the three categories of methods for graph OOD generalization. The table

compares data-, model-, and learning-strategy-based methods in terms of their objectives, targeted components, application stages, dependence
on GNN backbones, theoretical foundations, and typical tools, highlighting the rationale behind the taxonomy proposed in this paper.

Aspect Data Model Learning Strategy
Goal Increase data diversity and Encode prior knowledge or Enhance generalization via
quality causal assumptions into model tailored training objectives and
design strategies
Targeted i . .
Input graph structure or feature =~ Model architecture design or  Training procedures, loss
Component i i o
representations functions or optimization
schemes
Predominant
Phase of Primarily during data  Typically during model design  Mainly during optimization or
Application preparation stage and representation learning training

GNN Backbone

Typically keep GNN backbone

unchanged

Generally have specific GNN

backbone design

Generally are compatible with
different GNN backbones

Theoretical

Foundation

Graph data augmentation

Representation disentanglement,

causal modeling

Invariant learning, adversarial

training, self-supervised learning

Typical Tools

Graph perturbation, mixup,

graphon interpolation

Disentangled  encoders, do-

calculus, sample reweighting

Invariance loss, contrastive loss,

adversarial training

GAug (Graph Augmentation) [27] $& | AT i 025 28 g &, AR Bz ALRE ). %
VERBL, TR RENS A R R IS 2 R T AL, ANTTHE 25 7 B 25 rh G2 RS N i T O I R 2 B) g A
XA 2T A OO B THE T mol e =32, oA A T3 BB Iz A RE . GAug 38 i 1 Bt
ABEHITER B, HR5 AR B 3SR B T MRS iR SHERLE R o [RIE, 7RI W] DA 3T Ryt A LA
BUEAERT . RMEEZEHER Y BN BB MURI 51, 7 B BB S IR RR AR REIS 15 2192 T . BRI, 1%
HE ZEE A 0T BRI G5 A A T 25 MRS I 72 S, 0 T B Iz 1L RE

MH-Aug (Metropolis-Hastings Data Augmentation) [28] M /R A] FEES R 1% RAE [89] AL AR T
— PG TR AE SR, DASEUX SRR B S 2 AR ) RG] OB R r 3R H AR A a—
FRYIGRAEA . T N30 o EHER AR A 1T, MH-Aug R ] Metropolis-Hastings S5 S 20RO
ity = = NS N i IS b S S T 7= & S A T E o i SO <40, S CER W e v e i i =2 P AT S B RN
Bl (BT S AES REAR) EEAE L. 5| AZ BRI ZRbeas , BB ANZ AL RE 158 T i
eI

3.2 YFEREFIEES

W T I I AT P G A SR ) YA AN IR IS ) T — R IVE XS SRR B EROR IR A
TE$ETE OOD ZALPERE 7 TR A R EHOR

GRAND (Graph Random Neural Network) [30] J&—F ] 5 A7 RUFRHESI R 7%, BAESETHEALY
ZACRE ) o % Ol R BSE A AL Z FE 1 R, FER 2 BRS80S 15 R
X RBIY a PERURR o XPd BE AR R RIS M AT AR R S B 2 OOD iz b MERE. T Bk
ik [90] T, GRAND JEEA5 AR 2GR0, Hilad i/ ME— Bk, (X SR R
7S ] PR

FLAG (Free Large-scale Adversarial Augmentation on Graphs) [31] J&# —FhfaiE. w4 & Hid H ) E
BlEign ik, AR SR INZALEE )y . BRI AR b g | AR TR BER iR sl , h b s i A
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# 3 PASMIMZALIIEI . “Task” TR ik BiIERIE S 2%, Wit Vinidh. g RPgITss; “Shift Type” R
B T3 1 REAB AL BIIG 53 A A 28, AR I o Al ke (P BLEBORIEIS L) DURFRAEIZ o Al b (Jny3 e
ft); “Backbone agnostic” Fs/Ri%Ji ikt MAEBIEN Tl GNN 5 TM%%; (€] > 17 ForiZ B elgad Bivb & ki
LA

Table 3 A summary of graph OOD generalization methods. “Task” denotes the task type that each method focuses on, including
node/link/graph level tasks. “Shift Type” denotes the type of distribution shifts that each method can handle, including topology-level (i.e.,
graph size and graph structure) and feature-level (i.e., node features) distribution shifts. “Backbone agnostic” indicates whether the method
can be used for other GNN backbones. “|£| > 1” indicates whether the method relies on multiple environments during the training process.

Task Shift Type Backbone
Category ~ Subcategory ~ Method &> 1
Node Link Graph Size Structure Feature Agnostic
Structure-wise  GAug [27] v v v
4

4

graph data MH-Aug (28]
augmentation  KDGA [29
Feature-wise  GRAND [30]

graph data FLAG [31]
augmentation  LA-GNN [32]

GraphCL [33]
GREA [34]
LiSA [35]
AIA [36]
MARIO [37]
Mixup [38]

Data

AN N NN

Mixed-type

<

graph data

augmentation

A N N N N N N NA TR

AN N N NN

DisenGCN [39]
IPGDN [40]
FactorGCN [41]
Disentanglement- DisC 42

NED-VAE [43]
DGCL [44]
IDGCL [45)
0OD-GCL [46]
OOD-GNN [6]

NSNS N

AN

based

graph models

AN A NEE NI NI N NEEN

StableGNN [47
DGNN [48] v
CAL [49]
DSE [50]
CIGA [51]
EQuAD [52]
CSIB [53)
G-Splice [54]
CaNet [55] v
E-invariant GR [56]
gMPNN** [57] v v
CFLP [58 v
Gem [59) v
GIL [60]
C2R [61]
DIR [62]
GSAT [63]
VIVACE [64]
UIL [65]
EERM [66]
INL [67]
FLOOD [68]
GraphMETRO [69]
DIDA [70] v
SILD [71] v
EAGLE [72] v
SR-GNN [73] v
Learning SizeShiftReg [74] v 4
Strategy StableGL [75]
DAGNN [76] v
GNN-DRO [77]
GraphAT (78]
CAP [79]
WT-AWP [80]
OAD [81]
Pretraining-GNN [82] v
PATTERN [83]
DR-GST [84]
seltsupervised DML 3]
RGCL [85]
GAPGC [86]
GT3 [87]
HomoTTT [88] v

Model

N N N N N N N e N A N N N N N N N NN

Causality-

based

AN NI NN
AN N

graph models

RN N N N T N N N B N N N T N N N N N NI NN

RN NI NERN

<
<

AR AN NI RN
<

Graph

invariant

ANERNEENEEN

learning

AN
N N N N N N N N N N N Y AN

N N N T T T N N N N N NN

S I T T N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N e N AN
AN

<
<

Graph
adversarial

training

AN
AN AN N N NI NN

ANANEA NI N N NNV

<

Graph

<

learning

<~
<~
RN N N N N Y N A N N N NN

ENEANEENEAN
A EANEE NI NI NN
RN N NI NERN

W R A ) R G AR, IR RSSO S . FLAG 55 7 H il [91] S se Bl s sk w4t
PERE R . 1580 T L9 BRI, A RERSAE OB S Emrolll R, FH LT ATy A i E
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W GNN BT R8Il ghinf . AR HEEHXT SHE S5 GRAND, FLAG [ABfdE 15 5. &
PR E BT 55 .

LA-GNN (Local Augmentation for GNN) [32] 21 7 m] GNN )R fiE B om oking, gE2r>]
PAH LT SR S5 A & R MR A0 11 o AT, O VR e SR AR AR A A T %, DAEEASE vho 0o
SURFE SR T AR RUARHER) 201 o RS, 27 0 15 3N B S0 8 T T AR i AT s R R AE 1) =, VER
BRINGERR A . BT AR ING SRS T GNN i I 2o B, % %R R
BUTR XM, REWE ARNAEED 72U T2 GNN B T451 . teah, Brio s nReAn i) & mT DAE 32 i A2 i 2
AL, MG SE T AEAO A WL IT Sz A RE ) . 5 HAMRIE IG5 A I, LA-GNN B 5615 mi 4
W RERE R, MR X R 1 TR A T 42 SR R

3.3 RAARDEWIEEE

HEE G SRR BRI AR, — S TR TIR G A W EsRE =, maR OO B Hh
BT RURFIE AT B — 2R A 8 . X R RIEAR RAE T T Kb B 2 3] K, b e OOD {24k
FHRA REFHCR .

GraphCL (Graph Contrastive Learning) [33] $i& th T PUFPIE ] 1 B S5 E G 824, GIE 7 i &5
(node dropping) . ##35) (edge perturbation) . JEEMERL (attribute masking) PAM TERAE (subgraph
sampling) . Jrv, 55 Il FEALES SR s B HAH e ok S8 SAPLSBE LI ISR B o3l T R
REER 1 B PR A TR s s 1 PR SR DU BT BB AL A SR M JE v R AR AL B 401 s T 1B . FE 3RS
WA EW Z AR S, GraphCL i i s KA 3G90 N B R —BE il g, HER a5 1R
L B OOD z4kig S [92].

GREA (Graph Rationalization Enhanced by Environment-based Augmentations) [34] &4 T —FhiET
IR B G s e, FH DASRE TG B A R BRI IR BIRE 7, MM SEEE OOD iz k. % 5 v B B3 2 L
o A PR RE SR A OOD iz ke iR TRl fEEHEE, SaM# % (4 GraphCL) £
S A E KB, AT REXE DAL SRR R B, A, GREA 383K A B B EREE 1 1 B
R HAB WIS 1 B R A G R AR AS, AR A S F IR K B A R AR . B E] BT E gn s S g
IR 22, SRR MR FRoR 2 [ th g T R X e R B 52> . SRIREE R, BTt
THEMHEFN, GREA BE8A IR OOD 2 1khE

LiSA (Label-invariant Subgraphs to Construct Augmented Environments) [35] &—F5 % 2 H AR
BRI vk, i RIS SR PR 22 1 [ SR A g 2 A s, DASEIER OOD 24k« 1% 7 X431 g
PR TIEZE R IETE, B0 ORI B0 S 7 (Rl A PR — BN TTAT N . G iR S o AU AR 2 0% 2 481
)@, LiSA SRHAS > BIA: sk b 1 &, [RIEER B OB {5 5, Mg igsRi. TR
) TE DU AR FH T A (] 3G i3l 0 1 2 () ) BE B AR R 2 A, T A L 2 o DO ff P 2 181 IR A B S AR A 1)
KEEE . XS AR — B I OC R, (IRIAY RS AE Bt i) OOD MK &l F Sl =uz b .

ATA (Adversarial Invariant Augmentation) [36] $&H T —Fh FH T 28 M tMA8 B Im AL ) Gl B e i R, 1%
)2 B OOD ZAbH i —Fhil A 5t fEE TR, BUA BI04 52 B AR A BR B R R R AN R 1)
Wil 2y, MRS T HAE S EwmAs 24 FRYIZALRE J1. Shit, ATA R T4 EIEsR N PR 2R S A
RV o P 20 P 5 D) 55 il e e SR A B R DL PR im0 PR SR 22 D DU ) 5 A 4/ N i P e
ALK E Z B 2. Z B S OB . XT3 aRay, T T7EER R FNRIT SRR 2 16
AR S DA SRR 2 e s DASCRIRAE B, 2R i gk R RGBS . E T B E 0 51,
ATA FEWE R WAS 50 T B Ry e S 00D Z1bfE
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MARIO (Model-Agnostic Recipe for Improving OOD Generalization) [37] i i B 1 am 42 T+ A [7) 154
SRALIE 2 [ FRR i — Bk, HES A A EAE BIENAEDANHI TURE R, [RIEHOR B S5 AR 55 A0 G A RAAE o i (]
AEFRIGSR G | AW M S PR TR, MARIO AR TR REBAE KRS A, TR A E 2
SRS PEILT REFR) OOD ZAbH:RE.

IEAh, BEEERE R 2R K e, Mixup N HASA [38, 93] 4k —Ffid i e 45 1 56 B AT i R A OB
AIE ARG v, ARG [94] A ARTEF AL (95] S MBS 5 SR g Re s dE iz
TRRE ST Rl AR5 | AR BB s [96-101].

Bl4n, GraphMix [96] il BE A IR M 2 (FCN) 5 GNN, 76795 548 AT 55 R TAUE Mixup [93].
Hrp, FON i kit il Mixup $158, M GNN 4 2 R AARHENI 2507 0. P Z TRl 2808 =Ll
AT A, DMEHERET MFORM FCON [n] GNN i . G-Mixup [97] 7E A %S [ HO6s s 5 BS54
AT, LI EAFRRHR A 4. NodeAug [100] K Mixup BN — AU LR EFER, @it iR
AR R EAERE, HAFERUT 3L GNN it — R A H A 2R R . ifMixup (intrusion-free Mixup)
[99] F Mixup FAZVEMH T EEIEA S MAEBERR . ST ERIGHARN . AS[R] T s )i = 0 55 2 & 1 i) @
ifMixup R AL EC SR G H R T RS [T R VEHL . G-Mixup [101] 1 EIZEREAFI . XE RS F5 A K
AFZEGNER N E R B E R RS, $EH T —FEET Graphon WIIRA TN . %7735 8 JeF R RIS B AG TTXT B
(%) Graphon, FHAERLHEAG S P F 251 Graphon #EATH(E, HFEG Graphon, 5@ RIFEE
A RE . LIRS R, R EEATE D WA B 2848 HRIL R, Il R4y OOD Z4kik
J1. OOD-GMixup [102] DI 3o A] 45 i £ 3G 9i ofe [ 0HE G 4544 4311 % [0 . 1% 07 5 SEHR U451 25 11
P B A S R DAY B KEABORE Ok, Bl e a2 Mixup AR JSEAUAEAS , FF 45 AR E IS TR HE 5 A 25
Ml —242 7+ 00D JZ ALt

T BIAEAE AR ERARIME, AL Figure 2 Al Table 3 Wi —fii 145 “Mixup” R LB T
Mixup [ EIEH G 558 5 ¥ -

14 E=E

7 3 3o %oty A R BICHS A T 1A DA B SE R B OOD 2 AkfE 2 4, B—2mFsx TAEL T 180 Tk
TR R, B (1) A foo X IRESAERIBIR T RS A —E ST, R A=
FIF OOD Z AL FE/RHIRE ST . IFEX—WFoE 7 1), BUA TAE BRI T A A BRI AT
FEABAG B AR A 2R T B Rag AR AL .

B TR 5 10 5 0 T RUR J5 i DO s A X P 28 5 Ak 1 S m] AR i 1 ) 583 o AR 5 i g ] s B
g HSEEHEPEE, (M@ AEARTAF R FIS A5 @aiur b AR BR300 T e 15k
B OOD ZAbiz s, RISl Tait i 5 B AR Bk

K TR RS D5 IR T 3R x2S, HAR.O B AR @B TE R b T4 it B B ST i 4 ER 47
BB R — A F PTEAE R 1o XD VAR SRR BB S fRe, R 2 e A e A T
P H AAILHIRSE B [39]. (EREERZ, BT RERE0 7 VA & A MO T 5 T8 AR it Fe ) B 2 Se g iR,
AFEGIAH SRR

BT DUR 5 35 U5 T DR AW e, B AS RS 2 XL 3] fry el 5 ph v P DR SRATL A (51 ) A PR 2R
B AR, FEEU T2 R R T R A N SRR S RN . X B B W SR 7745 . 5T
SR IVREE, DAR S R s S R .

FUEWIZETTEIPAFEF OOD ZAkfe i M E AR, (HENMREMGEERMGFAEREER BTN %
W T PR R T el S TR R 2, R R SR v DU 2 IR T AR A S R AR e AR IS 2 A



R GRS el 10
AL -

41 ETRENEED

ASTRE N G T AR AR Y PR OOD 2437 5 FRYARIE T A

S B v i P S5 AL T vl 22 VAR D B AR B ks, AR G AR A 2 B R S o A 1
FRF AT H FMET 24 ] BRI R AR S 5 X LA [ A A E BRI E R R0 BT RR, IR a1
1] B R HY AN ] T2 A 2 X L R [39]. ©ABFIERI], X IR AT B T 5 T /A1 AN 5 Y
ZALRES) [103, 104]. BUATEKRECT 70 0 =2 A WEMIITIA [39-42]. JoHiE AR T ik [43], PAK
B AR A [44, 45].

DisenGCN [39] /& & T2 > M I 3R i M 2 [ 2528 AL 2P D i 22 i i 8 BHU2
DisenConv. AR 5] AABSLEE HHLHI, A IR LAY 20 5 H A AR A A T, I S48
TSR AT N TR L EE . BRI S, 25T R AR BB B 2 A1 a5 ], FR st
TAE TS ARRE R IR RN E R R . EFIED], FE RS2 YGRS, B it ARt bl &l sEhg
Wesl. Pk, DisenConv A AEE— Al AR RENS S S0 1 5 P S RO I 3 — R L D S RAAIE , FF 57 10
FTERREAE. @idEEZ A DisenConv )2, DisenGCN R DASHARAE H Jy AR <RI B )75 SH- A FUARR F) 74
FoR. MTAAHRBIE N RPCA R B, %I5EAE OOD 245 TR B AL PERE

IPGDN (Independence Promoted Graph Disentangled Network) [40] £ DisenGCN [39] fy Lt [ F
Fr 7= €. B 7R QR e AL 14 P AT AR I SR AT IAR A, IPGDN 3 s sl 3¢ A [ P A A 3R
Z AR ROAT BB A AR ST . 1% 05 ¥ R A% 5 YA ) Hilbert—Schmidt Independence Criterion (HSIC) [105]
BRI I/ MU RN Z [ GETT e . BT, FEMRE H s i), IPGDN ARG BUZ B e ARy
S5 [ 5 TR R AR 2, Bl i ad e/ Mk HSIC IF DT S 5 A P 6 R 22 TR R e sr e, DA T 30754
LW REIR . TEAGHIE, MRS ] S M E WTE— A — A HEZR sp R & EA T, (0759207 v
HH DisenGCN fEfS27 ) B I T 7RI s . LAk, DisenGCN [39] 5 IPGDN [40] # 5: %&7 ) 4] _E1Y
TS

FactorGCN (Factorizable GCN)  [41] J&— i [] P25 227 27 1 WA bl Ve o 2 I 28 A2 . VR BT A
T EOLE], R A Z2 A BA B TE SO R 11 I, R ) R o . BRI S,
MHETTE#HSEEAZ LI EERMLE (GON), HTREG 5% BRI ETER TH X ARE; B8
Je s SR G EAERR B TR N T RYRFIEE TPHE TR A RPN . IriSEos B RIFRyHein] i#
BENE, o — TR Y — RS LR X R T2 IR R AT FactorGON [ ZE5H . 8
WHEBZ ), SRR LA R GOR A RECR R B 17, A S22 AL R R s, A [RPRLRE B
X A B G5 EA TR

SACHEAE R Z TR AT, DisC (Disentangled Causal Substructure) [42] J&—Ff B 2%
A RS B AR R G BT AT GNN B, 3205 08 e R A S X0 A R 2R 1 ) 5 4l T
W, BERIRAE A% S 2™ AR Z R OU T, RS OO AR T4 I TR B . BRI, %R E
SR SHAL R DTS L e R i) 2 BRI S (RIAERIR) 21, HSEHER MR R E N
=, DR A AR T T 2 R A P R, PRI R T S mE TR BEE, PR TR SR E T
7 B A B IRSL A GNN, 73 51 R A PRER SRR A S SUIR 451 2% -5 i EL IR ) SO U A 2R 084 7
N2, SIS o TEMCERR b, 207 VASE—2D 00k B AN [ 1 A9 R s wEA T B4 A AR Ui S )1 5
FEA . RV A A REAR [ B 25 PRURAR S S M B R, (FH PR T 1 S5 0 BT e ST S R R R
A, BORLRENS BN L T AR A R 1 B SR Z R R LS K, MM SE AR OOD ZALBE I RYTI -
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BT EIAE B EZ A, DR RER L T — RO TC IR B R B SRR S ik

NED-VAE (Node-Edge Disentangled Variational Auto-Encoder) [43] J&—F T EI A% > it 7o gt
AT, BB AMAR BRI B ST A S TR A ST R R . R IR A=A S
M (R gmias. D9iDas DAY SR gidas) , SO RS IR SRR, 2] = 2RIER
s RS, FIRPASTREAS (7S 5 s as ) X S S B TR A AR i, AT 245 2 5 1Rl
SEARMH K ZR . BRI NED-VAE 38 w] DAYE— 209" % 2 20 Gl -5 728 SRR T T, AT S35 S8 4 kr
JEE TR SRR A

T M AR O R RO E A B bR, HT AN R, HEMIRZE AR 5 AN LB
', DGCL (Disentangled Graph Contrastive Learning) [44] k42 H @ B BT T 05 k23]
R R . BRI, e el i A BB GRS E R ER, e Hl i s 1 s 2 s B i 3k
N, HP gz od g — N2 EiEEEEEE . B DE TR T E AR e R & i 5%
RIS JE . )G, DGCL FERE—A % W i 2R 125 0] NS, A T R 4R R T b2 ), T AETE SR
IR A MG — AT o X PP AL AR A AR 5 B A R T B A, A5 |3 i 2
272 BB ol Z AN R A E R R AR s o 5 AR G BUR R] R Ee 2 I VR — s g i R 00 ik,
H e fEFm 25 ) PR AU S B . P AARLSEB [106, 107], AisEse 7t A B m pg I B Al i A, IF
AT 25 B e B 2R .

N T AR T AR X B R R M, IDG CL (Independence Promoted Disentangled Graph Contrastive
Learning) [45] £ DGCL ({55l 5] AT Hilbert—Schmidt Independence Criterion (HSIC) [105], PARE
) 55 R WA [R) VAR B R RS 2R Z RN SR TH ORI ¢ 22 o b TR 1 R s i 01 B2 4 I A RV E R R 1)
HAMEE, IDGCL df i sy v IE WAL A ROE5R TR RS RN Z R GE T har k. PR F4E B0 He 2 ) Sk
SEVEARTE— G HESE PR A AL, SRR 1] g A 25 BEAS AE U I 5 2 AR 1Y B 2R . MR T BRI vk,
IDGCL A H B 7 R B B2 3] ZAMER RN, SR A0 B T L T A AT e, ERR iRt S
OOD ZAfE ) Iy Fe it L 9

OOD-GCL (00D Generalized Disentangled Graph Contrastive Learning) [46] FEI A Fit—42 H
T —FhEA B SRR A AR B s SIS, H T X OOD iz bk % vASS & il B i 5 2 i Y
AV B BRI, RS A RO A RIS 11 F IR e 8 A WTE R 2, AR 3 11 I #% 45 18
TNAMEA REAZACBE IR R . MRS TR, 1207 VETE— R AU T RRIE ORI ) B RAR I B LR
HHET X SR PRS2 OOD Z1k.

4.2 ETERMEER

FEAFTH, FAINZHT O0D FZALAYRT PRl AR

PR HEWT 2 SE B OOD iz Ak — W s B4 AR . EIALgR 2 I B 2 R I 2R 2 T AEAE A AR e T T AH 2%
PE, RIS SEAH SCHEAE T P s T R B ¢ (RIS “HE4R7 ), DASRTFHUIZIRGEE . MBEAY i B RO L6 i
A ERS, HAEREFEE SR OOD MERFREE i RE L 3 R, PR A S8 p R AH S MEAE 40 Ml AN h A
SRAA . MZTT, 52 R WIS SR BT PSR 0 ST RRAE PN 7E Hb A4 S A R B S AR 25 2 (R 7
A RAS T ERFRRRE I R SR 2R [108], MM SEBL R UFR) OOD JZAbvERE. BUA J vA vl Ak Hs HEie B Atk T %)
4y, EFNRZHE TP 5 (6, 47, 48], BT Wi LML AR vk 49, 50, 56, 57), DAKIET 5L
JEWT [58] Al Granger R X R [59] B9
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4.2.1 ETRZEFEEHNHE

— LT3 (6, 47, 48] FHEIRIN TP 5 | AR, PAZAR R B X OOD Z AR AR SN o

OOD-GNN (6] 57 U Er IR R P ArEE [109], 2 5e4 i i xt P o i etk 40 56
AR MY OOD Z k. BRI EH, OOD-GNN F I FALE B AHARE [110] SEB AR EFoR 80 %,
PATH B3 1l G i 2 B > 1) PR R S AR IR R ZOR Z M ST R R o T IR R VBRI SR, HRE
AR 55 RE (B S P 4 B i ) S 4005 T T B R A S R A Al e iR A7 s AT R & A, AT =7
I TP AN R o XA EA R A TSR TR N 7P, A AR sih A B A & SR Ak
AR R (ARSI . AEIUECE S I ZRA5 21 Y P 20 4 REAS S HER AT 120 S wh A8 B AR A8 A PR R
(7] A 0T B RE BT 6k o AL X AP 3K, OOD-GNN FEZ R UHEAE 45 b (CUFF IR . 45 RAE DA % 5]
SER R AL 3 A m RS 3R ) SIS T RAFAPERE, RIWTHTE LSO th R i OOD iz 4L hE

StableGNN [47] 42 A AT B9 ELAL )2, Sl AR AR B B 75 U U T T I B A o,
HAS OOD-GNN Kl 1ok, EIREZA R IHRICR MR [111, 112], FFHLBARIZE 1Y ik
SrE Al KR RGO B RN E IR IE i — D BUR IR TR B Bn, B R A AT R
IRAE MRS IR, Il A P PR A R B Z 1R 57 i s Ta], X SRR R R R J2 A
BTk, B A REA B SR I B L )2 AR B A A GET RO AR o LI, P S 2 BE S SN S B P T
G5 SHRZEZ AR SRR, TSGR 47 OOD Z4kfE

bR T LR BRI B KB 2 b, DGNN (Debiased GNN) - [48] {2 —Fieiy i A AR, HIy
15185 StableGNN [47] AHMLL, 5 7EIE 1 T BT 52 T A4 RE (B S, e 201 (i RS S BUAR R 00 . LT 3
BOTER I T — T OOD ZALM35 i I G —HEd, I A AL A S IR 55 A GNN 452
RSP, Hor, R RIENI T2 ] —AEAE, DAV R A PURAR B -5 AR SR AR B 2 18] 1 R B ¢
P, ISR THAE AT AR R Iz AP fE -

4.2.2 BFEHEERERNTGE

—0E [49-51, 56, 57] FEARALE T i aCE ] AL ML R SRR AL (SCM), PAZI a4 i B e rd A
RS TR PR ARG MR BEREEH A B TR THS AR /118 T B Fe e T 5 iz 1L g

CAL (Causal Attention Learning) [49] MPEIRULA L GNN LAY, i iz 2] i) 48 2 [1] i R R
KEME T NG RIRBAL, X HAE 5 B . BEREHIE . SERRAE . B RR A RTINS R . B
TG BB (SCM), B E S FRFHE C SHMES R Z MG 1%, HPhHERRHE S &2
IBARA THEM . 25T B84 T BE S AR LA T SEAR R AR 1T A R R AE BEA T 00N, ANTTHE 53 11 8 T S B
ey OOD ZAbMERE. A, %7 VA o PR SRR S e S AT f5 T T A (REEA T/ T 198 [113])
MITIEBRIB AR, o %I BB AEA Z AR ESFEARRHAE T LRI LT, 27~ PRRARRAIE -5 T 0 45 R 2 TR 1Y L5
KFZ, MMHEFE S ZEAES T E O0D iz ktthe.

DSE (Deconfounded Subgraph Evaluation) [50] #2157 T Jo (et VA AR 1 el e 39 00 45 2 R 2R
ROV . TEETRE, TERTMBAEIE T, B2 EIR AR AR R EIAE, P A 7l e S5 R SR AR A
(SCM) HIHEIHE T, M H G TVRFEOR BB R AR 7 BB S 2 B R 1R R AR K. A, %R A
VTR, HRNHERTEGIA—MERER . AETE TR R R R TP %, DSE &t 17—
AR AL, RPRAAE Ay E St H T A AT S BRI e s & . i %L, DSE GBI AR
TR SR Z [ RS T To i, AR ANEY, FHS2 B R 7R OOD iz b PERE.

CIGA (Causality Inspired Invariant Graph Learning) [51] #f— ¥ R0 C HSAEFERI S S Z 6]
MITEAEAZ X 53 R 56 A5 BAVRRHE (FIIF) FIFRAME BARRHE (PIIF ), 2305 e TS TE R R4 C 2
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TR Y e RAFEER, B (S,E) LY | C. 78 FIUF {Ri%F, JERHRERS S HEZ RS C 5
IM#E PIF 52 F, JEFEFRES S @dins Y 82 B RS C B, XG5 FRRA (SCM) 7
LI EN ) 7311 A BRI R RIAT R . #5208% FIIF 5 PIIF L E—FfiEE, B OOD ZibtEaEfi& i
F W ET Eidatr, CIGA KBRS C Sl X TH, %7 B S En S rngrE B R G R . #
I HBIFEA IR h i KRR B R B 2R MR B — SO0 T/, BIBYRBNSE M e 1 SCal R wi, M
MRS Rirg OOD {Z LPERE.

EQuAD (Encoding-Quantifying Decorrelation) [52] £ CIGA fy3ali Fat—F et , @5 A8kl
il DX A3 MEABRASFAIE 5 R SRARRAIE , K7 M (B A e B 1) S50z s (R h ASE I R B A AH 5% o [RIB,  VEGS G ARy
HMARRE , DAGEARESCHE T4 ) A

CSIB (Causal Subgraphs and Information Bottlenecks) [53] F| F &544 4k PR SAR 2 JH SIAEAS [R] BR35 Hox)
b B R A ZS 118 . 7 kR 25 & FIIF 5 PIIF BRMETE, F15 | ALE ESUIL I DA ) e s
ik, MMAER 2% i im#s S BtE OOD jZ4k.

G-Splice (Graph Splicing for Structural Linear Extrapolation) [54] i i g = AR R B T B 538 T
B, RSt i R AR AL S| A B OOD JZ Ak A1 . 2 HE 230 5o MIRSTEAH SRR iR B SRR, i BN 2111
PSS ATE R R 2 T AR — b, HF RIS BRI (SCM) FEIERIUL BT 25 ) H A T2 P S LA A L2 B
HPFR—Eur) OOD HA, M Z 8T GNN 7R 50 fifwfs iz A fe

CaNet (Causal Intervention for Network Data) [55] & FIRTFBIE, 4 XHEAEREE A SR S
DR 2% Pt 22 TR Hh T R T 280 12T VR I ASRIRAG T 25 DAY WT DA BR B4R S, IS5 S A T K GNN i
Mg FEAT7 > o % IE] 27 ST HEZE REIS AP A 0 HOW A BRI K &R, I THE AU 2470 1 imAs F 1z
fLEETT -

E-invariant GR [56] #2117 RN 254 0] TCIRE [114] YRR AR RALRL, T2 2% BN
TR R, AT A e U 2k 1 5 I 2 ) A T AN . SR T Bk 5 v& TR A TR S5 A PRUER AL, %
DR G5 FERAA (SCM) ZiE T M A« AR AR B R, (G graphon, IlZ5k/MAEREE. Y
FURHE . DA S RIE. FEi% SCM i, JIIZRIE 1 graphon RAE, % graphon [a] i e K FR % A S H A5 5
JEMERHE . INZRISE H— AN AR A PREEAE SRR, A8 20 T S e n R e B E e, BIrEgES
AR Z (8] 7] R A AR A2 AL . BT IZEE M RER AL, VEE SR T — P (AR ZE 1 2R T ik, %07 IR RS 4b
#ER) OOD %t , FHUERApr2# > ¥ EIFRFE OOD MK B PEREA % T7E 5 I 2R Fids 1A FH R PR35
AR IEE ERPERE . BEAh, O AU B — N R B R T SEBAME (5140 B A 111 25 B B A TR RS )

BT E-invariant GR [56] {XHF5E T Bl 264E 5 1) OOD Z A6 H)@, gMPNN®® [57] 7EA I e 53
2P BRI 55, P E B R TR . BRI, fEE et 7— D Tk Bdie 4
BT FR I EEF PRRAEAL (SCM), DA% T IR & 2B A AR AL TS LA V2 AL R DT A BE TIOR3
% (Non-asymptotic Bounds) UERH, Bl I BRSSO B, 35T 400 S5 AR 2 M7 i A ) B8 T 00885
BRI . VR —2 R0, Bt A 254 10 B A RT ARSI — TR S R A iR ATE X, AITTAE
HERE P55 52 B OOD iz 4k

&

4.2.3 BETREZHEMS Granger BRXZNFHE

— 2[5 OOD Jriksz 8 e Fi5ea 2] [113] BUEIE & o ICFSHER AT R B b fcm )24 [115], 5[]
B URFLE R R A SR B, eSS — ARl RE TS S A A SR X — A 55— 2773k )32 5] Granger
PR KEAR [116] BE%, ZBEIAN, AR A E B AT F T BRI 4 5 5 BB S A b Tt A
BEIY, WHKAFAE SAREZ MAFAE R K AR



PEBRE  HERE fEGE 14

CFLP (Counter-Factual Link Prediction) [58] [fi[n] OOD # & HINAESS, ik [F] i ¥ 5 S i 5 I
FEE Ok ) AR SR S EEAFAE R Z R PR K R o %07 VAR I A0 R e st “ AR K4 5
LN AIE A, R R R ATIIRAEAE?” ik [ B — AR AR U S s S i TN R gt . AT
23] Hgg OOD ZAGRE IR o AR U LR A , a8 T — BB, K i B (B
S BINFRIR) O RS, B REIE RN A &, IR S R A . eI I
B REAS AR NS R SN R B AE AR, TR N SE R 5 S S B PR 27 ] #0R, PASETE OOD iz 1k

Gem [59] J7VAEET Granger IR KR, REIEUIRTH A iy A SRERs I 4t R RARRE 1], AT R B ) B 5 )
ZACRE ST« BRI, MBI SN BT S B R T e, I BT RS R R S5 2 (AL R R
KFR. BETEBEA S A NTEM A, 58 M XA &, &It 5| AZ P EHL
(BlanEim R ), AR PRIRAS AR SN A BT & NSRRI R 11l e, % REIE S GNN 2
BERA FTARREVE D) R IERE, e iimAs 37 5t T SE R4 OOD IZALRE ) Ry F o

5 IR

B T BRI SR AR 2 B, A — B T A T il B B PR U0 AE F AR5 29 R B I 2R SR ok fie
it OOD ZALRES), WAREIAZE > BIXHLUIGRA S P A i

51 BEFREHFES

HoE, MINFNT 00D ZAL EIAAS M2 ] Jr ik

AR ) BAEASIRFEA 0 A0 Z AR FFRE ) AL ARE” KA, R I 220 B 207 28 AL Py R (BAH
Mo FE RS T RRITIRAE—E & 1F T AT RENS LS AR OOD ZALPERE [117-119], 2421
PEVA A PR, SR B AR S B AT REBd Sy, ARAE MR ) AT DA S R RAE T AL T PR AN AL AR
AR OZATESF, MIMTSEEL OOD iZA4k [118]. ARz ) i 7 Bised A~ S5 b 00 r) 5 S el v s
AN KAy, SR I X AEAF IR PR R s 22y, SR i X A g
REPREACAL . U QU T A RS BTN, nTPASRAT REF) OOD IZALERE. WE X — Bk, KIS
DT APIZE . AT (60, 62, 63, 66, 70] FIR R XFFIr ik [73-75].

5.1.1 FEHEHE

R EFET AR E OOD IZAL . AV RS & A EA AL JE b, ATl A
TEZ NI LI AL PASEEL OOD 24k, %R Al A AL R -

Bt 1 ORGSR EASKS X HAE—MEE ©(X), fiifs Ve, e’ € supp(€), P(Y[®(X)) =
P(Y|®(X)), Hor & F/R BT T REMEREE , 1T ©(X) 38R R i A LB X ({9 A 2EFHE (invariant rationales ).

REPEUT IR T AR PR3 () OOD ZALWFT [117-119], X SEARARPE AL 7 vk B bl -5 )1 2 e s
Z 1) AT RS S R — M E R R RS & e HARAL AR R R0 -

min max R(fele), (3)

fo e€supp(€)

Hrb R(fole) = Ex y~pe[(fo(R(X)),Y)] ZRETAZMER (X) SATHM B fo FEFRET e " AYME .
1, R 3 WE—SIPR, X IEITIEMOT B Z IR (€] > 1 30R), %R0 T AR s E, 5
TEN Rt R P A
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GIL (Graph Invariant Learning) [60] #4215 I TAE0- WAL TRk v 25405 5 (R 1& s )
G2 AR R, PUSEILE S OOD Z4k. A2 i — BT, BRI S s
ANEDURI SO AR =, T EEISAE 2 AR5 h2f SIS AR X . PRI, O W e e I e ok
PREER A B RE OL R AT AN MRS . BRI, GIL -G =AM E AR SRR, A S+ R A
PREEHEWTR R DA RO P2 ST . 15, AN TRIRGIBE R — 3T GNN BT EIZE# ©(). HERHA
B G, BRINAETE OG), HFERPHEAHS (RS FEIEME) & B TE, ik G\®(G).
J& , FREEHEWTBIHO S AR v I R B A8 BB T RS, DAMERETEIAR . HEAE T+ ATk
TR E SR AR R R R, AT 20 T AN F 510N B8R &, R VR AR
FMNERHE 5o, AR ST BIHAE TR SRS 1 BRI HEWT h PR AE b, DeAb e th i i O 228 1 &
A IHEN , AR HE S T mAs T B4 OOD iZAbRE I R . BB ATRH, & B OOD iz Ak MBS T
T GIL s KA EIA g, HaE—ukl T GIL i 2 B A2 .

C2R (Cooperative Classification and Rationalization) [61] #F—342H T —FhppRIAHELE, $f4r A5 5
PRPRA ST A . AR RSB RAE _E X R TR TR S, C2R RS HEWT & R BB Ak fail s
FERFHH TR o bk Re , MAE 1w T 327 OOD Z ke

DIR (Discovering Invariant Rationale) [62] Tl TETHI M N AMAZ T ©(GQ) KALH E L H
(%) OOD yZAkAT:55 . DIR EABE A R TR A I Bl R e, mes GIL ({00, A~
A ARG 5y . AT, BT GNN 7 ERA S, et R A B 5
R TR T, 5 A gD R g il N oR . S, 205 S th i o1 T I e A8 3R b5k
T3, WA EZ AT E R Z D IE . e, 0 BT ARZE 1 ERIAS AL 1 B @ i P S B A %t
oy N SEBIHEA TR0, AT [ A e/ IME A AZ R a5 g, DIR BEREHPRAEA A 4371 F PRFr A
R, (A s R, PASEEE OOD iz 4k.

GSAT (Graph Stochastic Attention) [63] i TAEZR TR H R IIHLE R Mo 2001 OO0D JZ 4617
L, IS ENTERTRERER) GNN, FETiimfs T2 I AT IE ©(G). GSAT 2] B 1 R T S
SIS [120], Z A R AU e ARSI, R @A 5 BT, AT 2R A A 21 T3
MR EE S Gt firh, SR KA T B LRI REALIE S8 B 3]s, 1 S5AR%5 00 X0 2840+ &
FRIBELE N AR . LAk, GSAT &%k B A BRSO E B E T . &%, fE—E /i, GSAT
REfS i th T AR RE HH A OOD ZAbRe 11 1&, I AT IEBl 281 N 5 5 4145 1 i e n i

UIL (Unified Invariant Learning) [65] & T—FZt—ME OOD JZ(bHERL, H it A 29 s E5 AP
S SO MR S . % ol 1 R S GRS 4 B RS AR S PR s FEE IR b, sk iR e
graphon DASHAEAS 20 A 45 . Tl i/ IMEFSEREEIY graphon BE B 29 diAR2E— S0 il , B REW
B VR b 3 e VRS E AT

VIVACE (Variance Contrastive Estimation) [64] 5 T2k F R BN, X8 FRET IS
B, HHEMETAE P92 . 2R3 B A A A1 BERAS T B &, 51 S A BRI R,
51T T ) PP B 2 IASCL i DA A 1 AR, , AT T+ OOD Z 4k R .

T EZ AR OOD iz4k 54, EERM (Explore-to-Extrapolate Risk Minimization) [66] #{ii1 H
TALBRAF WAL T I RRAEST, TR AR N RV 1 gk OOD i) Bt A il B, T WXy
SRS R AR AR, %0 R R S DA OAT SOAZ O — 2 B R b Bl (ego-graphs) , AT
USRI IR AOR Z0 T gk OOD z4bim @, B, BilitsE 3 OB BFS B L s a8, AN
JFERY e R B, Sn, GNN T M2k e/ IME RS AR s A U 2 U 2R b i) KU 259 1E 5
AT A SR, PSR AR A I I SR A T VA B KA T =R AR T
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INL (Invariant Node Representation Learning) [67] J5 ¥k [RIFEE T AAR PR 3] Rk b X B A ZANBAE
RS Rt 2 AT R R e e R A AR S AR A e SO B3P b7, INL SR AR T HUARC R /Y
FIZRISRAHMERTY A . FE, BRSO EBIAUE M ST U0, PAAR BUREGS A 02 AL B R R0 43 i i 5 R 3R
IR BT A HAERESR ML T OREE , [R]TE& B4R 5 B gE B SEsn R, %5 EfE OOD Iy5 A
Gy AT S5 A MBI S R B HUS T W5 Tt

FLOOD (Flexible Invariant Learning for Out-Of-Distribution Generalization) [68] #t—&5| AT —Fh
XUE MG . ALY 5 B2FR > o W E YIRS AR Bek— P b 24w %45, FLOOD
SCPLT R OOD {ZALRE Ty ZMERLRERE A RV XHE T2 5 IR A =E0E N 1) 43 1 i F% [

GraphMETRO (Graph Mixture-of-Experts for OOD generalization) [69] i Fl i % %iES (MoE)
REZEA RS o3 1T e o % G R —FiRe @ M mAS L2 (N, 1 s R BURHE MR RS ) R T4, Halad
BEAL I S5 AT R M |1 BB BRI B AR B A TR B ) w8 il 53, 15 1 5% Zf th I R A LUR A
AEFTR o R SRR S B4 A A 110 SR 37 A

DIDA (Disentangled Intervention-based Dynamic Graph Attention Network) [70] & &~ T AL BT
32 R 23 3 1A R B OOD {Z AR 5 vE « A 5 0l i AN T RURRIE B 255 rh i) 2 8] o3 1w B,
PAEL3E Y T [R5 18] S I ) A A m RS i 2 s st . BRI S, SO E it 7—Fvigil i i = e 5
iM%, T &S E T E R A A G AR, S5 T5 R BB 8 A 1 AR 1 v 0 T S AR L
KA I AR . B, 5IARS TS, e 4R 5 i) e AR AR TR A S, i
ZAT A, MITE R S ARAE 2 (B F HEAEAH 1t . SRS i, 2R UE 1y i ) ey BE 2 4
Fr HIA S5 SRR R AR TAE U STR G T 1, R kB m vt B E . B, %OmE M i i e s e
1M EEHAFHN SO T FUE AR, 7 3E B E IR R S5 SRR . 55, 1% A IR 22 1 TE WAL R
/MR AAE Z AT 15T R RN 22, DA ) BAA RS s

7 Bk yEZ 4h, SILD (Spectral Invariant Learning for Dynamic Graphs) [71] ¥ DIDA @ Z i,
W KA 5 AR R S A BB S K TP 0 WA . EAGLE (Environment-Aware Dynamic Graph
Learning) [72] id XTI 2 VEAEIREHATEAR, H A5 AATRMEGT SIS, Mosh&E Fr 00D izt
WA, EAGLE J5 ¥k BERSAE S i BORH S PRI [ I @O AR, HRAE i A% T BUS T R & iz AL P BE .

5.1.2 BRARRMF

BAFRX T AR O AR A 2SS (88) R BN FFE RN, ) A & &
N, MIMEEEL OOD {Z 4k, [EIZ7R % 5538 & i a5 | AL SR S fe/IME S [R] A58 2 8] 1) 22 S B3 5 oA
P, HIEAERIEN:
min Ex,y [0(fo(X),Y)] + Lreg(€), (4)
Horr 4,04(€) FoRPTR B IENLIRRI0. FERZEE 2= st , AT IENIRR 22058 € @ w ok
FeBAT, TS T EAEN R R Al 1 AR il
SR-GNN (Shift-Robust GNN)  [73] i i {2 i/ MU A w28 5 e B S e T -1 2 [ B i 1 25 5%
fifEtk GNN Hi5 gk OOD AL, %5 VA IR 5 | i U 9RT RUREARTE 2 T Re b SE x5 14 Hh o
SEEARAT (dd.) SREETY SGETHRRIE, MMM B W 5 | i i P RE Rk . SR-GNN BRAS[R] B AL AR IR
5 ONN B SIEAFRAE FO AR HER (FJ2) GNN B e P T, BLURTT 2, X TR
I ZEA BT 15 A0 EAR SR AR E GNN B (40 GCN [121]) , SR-GNN ¥E /2% () F i 2 5 | A1 0 55 1E
NSO AR i RS HE o 1T 5 B [ 4 122 50 TE WA T DASR A 2252 (Maximum Mean
Discrepancy, MMD) [122] #0225 (Central Moment Discrepancy, CMD) [123], Tixf$¥ GNN fE#
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R AR ERRAE i 5 e VT B AL BT I AR AL (40 SimpleGCN [124]), i T RIZ5H SAEITA il 24>
B JEXFHE G AE, SR-GNN #b—225 | ASCOI BN, PASE iU A A B e B o011 R
AIEAFAFEME. B EEZSECA (Kernel Mean Matching, KMM)  [125] 2% >] — 4 LAY SLHIALE
M SEBRIN 255311 5 B AR 11 Z TR A R0 55

SizeShiftReg [74] BTEVIZRAED W/ NIBLENZ (LB KHUBIE ) GNN, HEA B S SR-GNN [73] #H{ .
I EAHE T 5 TR Se B AR s B M BB T, T 58— Fhil A A e AL SR, RS GNN
RERSTE R 1 & A m AL P SE B OOD 324k, HARI, SizeShiftReg it 5| A KA (graph coarsening)
TN G B B 43 A8 4k, e Al it A B B e AR5, AR GNN 245 I 5 A 58
OOD ZAbREIIMRIN . X T MR, %7 iEm/ ME GNN FE R IR I 25 S AR AARCAS b e > 2Ry
MAFTRMMZ B ZER, EREGH.OHZER (CMD) [123] #f7EE. £ RS, ireE>d 2
GNN RUEESAEA RIFAC A 2 (] 5230 OOD Z24k,, dREMSHE) E IR H A .

StableGL [75] Xy:fdE El2%>] (Stable Graph Learning), BYERIRATEALRY fi@t:, Hidd R
A 2 N IR R S I T RS T RSz AL RE . 40— MR A BPE RIS, %R B A g —1
TEZ RIS E R AR P EGe . Hmi ke 228 GNN. BRI, B s A
WZREFATA REE, DA Z N IIGIRE. WRiOAER, BT B i S0n] DA JLAR 7 s B RAE
2 VAR AR ISR G AR T BRI IR AR T SR . NERIAEE , A WIIZGdE T, AFEER
B R0 R 22 W] BB AL, T S EUS IR A TR E MERE . BIIL, %07 i B R R R A5 2 ]
HIINRZERE, XTI BRI TR 5F , TR =421 1 GNN 2R AR AR s R iz AL se fr . AT
SR-GNN [73] fl SizeShiftReg [74] R MMD 1 CMD /312752, StableGL fy1EN{L H AR 2 H
e/ MEZ IR PR 2.

5.2 Exilg

AATHHE T OOD ZAL BRI > k. CAMFRER], PGSR TR X3 1
B, RN B TR OOD 2 AKRE )y AL T B VE AR FHZ AT RE N H AR X BTl 25 v, gt
X GNN HrBe R AH KT 228 A Sk [22].

DAGNN (Domain Adversarial GNN) [76] 2—F}5 DANN [126] |2 &0 715, @ 7EE 25885 gnid
g2 g AT LA, ke (8MR) ANEMEZRR, WSl 00D Z4k. HARME, &k am
NER: — MRS g eV AR LI 2 e 2 s TR AR R A s DX RIS H A 38 R X
YRR, FRALRENS 7040 A G B, M2 Hes OOD ZALRE T 2ies . T d B2, T ERYIN
T XA HARS, Hrp B hsot g, B w0t mi (8658) Ria.

GNN-DRO [77] R4k (Distributionally Robust Optimization, DRO) [127] HEZE, Xi&—
KHAT XM WMB NS, FEEX RS BB B 10 60 T AR I 4310 O
Wasserstein Bk N, Ffilid f/IMb % Wasserstein IR SRINE 00T AR 2k 12k GNN, A2 TR 8L 53
ARG N SN

B B EHERE R OOD Kk e 2 BRI s, A — S TAET I 785 175 18 T B E0 5 S 45
FRRIE

GraphAT (Graph Adversarial Training) [78] il #E K 5] AXHLIIGRIEFABBIIZ LA 1. E4
B H PR FEAR RSN, GraphAT J@ 5 fe Ak B AREAS 5 HAR R REAR TN 45 R 2 [ 22 57, (X ihsh/e
Al BEREIR E R s BEIS , FES B B/ MU XTI W, AT ME S G B ARFEAR 5 AR Ry 2
AT ZE 50 AL, T BT RIS REHE S T — PP M 3RS, PASROT R iE) . il iR
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OUFMPEE, GraphAT e8I B ) S 52 0 RE .

CAP (Co-Adversarial Perturbation) [79] MIlZridFE i k5 (loss landscape) WIFEEH %, F5H
GNN 25 5 AR B E FRRAE 25 (8] B AR MEL. SRitl, 25 8 M R e s A SR ms 3l it 2 81
HAWBCEFNARAAE o0, RSB B S Rz A RE =R R LA . BRI, CAP K5lgh H brskid

NAER R 5 7 R AE I Sh RIS N Fr/ M RN R K o R NZRRCR, 1207 iR H AR R G T/, I
R R GBS - — XA RGBT EhH HHr GNN, 55— 53 U i X e sl PAE—
RS

WT-AWP (Weighted Truncated Adversarial Weight Perturbation) [80] #E£E T i i “F-4H Ak JRrl i/ ME
PAFETE OOD Bz ALBE o BB . B T H B B XA E L S R T GNN IR 25 5 52 5
T E Y R IE) ) 52, WT-AWP KX HUAl S0 B 5 R AR B ME IR, 5 R Aa 5 2k sR L (ARt =g X
f5) LR T2 GNN. teoh, %7 GNN Wia— 2 TR T80, DA I 230 A5 B0RE 445 1«
Bl ZRskms it oh, TR — S TE% OOD B4 2RAE55 iz b iRz A

OAD (Online Adversarial Distillation) [81] J&—FHT GNN HFELX P HZ WA E . AETandk
HERHTIZEI A GNN Y2kl #2077, OAD @t XL AR 28 Rt AR s | AR A8, A2 61 7%
HREIEHE T OOD ZALPEREN))G &, OAD DATEZ X Ilgh—4 244k GNN, HFIH &R/ 5S REBHHE T .
TR M 2 A ROATE, AR OOD {ZAKEE 115 AT T, AR haE > &2 2 R 45 M5 .
G ERE— L5 ASTHUEER A I MLE], SEPL 2 AR 7 (B BORS  i A XS5 M ELAE SRR 2818, OAD
TES RO/ N [ I B T S N GRAREE, F HAE R R L o3 A b T 2 IR SE A 4K

5.3 EELEE%3

wJa, TAINEHT 00D JZ b lEl B AR~ k.

VERA—FIEEOR, B WA 80 T RGRSU, T IIZEA 50z L RE A4 M 2% [128-
130]. CADITERREED, BB WAESH B GNN SRS MAZLEE S [131], HEhWl EEARHAELT
JUAN 5T . — 5T, H B IR 55 i GNN PR A B T R BEE L, [t = > oty “hiEfe” i
AERPF LSS, ATA BT 7H OOD ZALRE 1. J3—J7il, Xu et al. [132] #5H, A HE~ > REIEHE L
R R 2 A R FR 20, B OOD MHAREAAE WU 5 W Re s AL 41 9.

AR 32 2 ] R LE B A PR AR BE US4 T OOD 2 ALBE ) B R IE I B 2] ik KT IR ey
M2, BE I SH M KA [20, 21].

Pretraining-GNN [82] ¥f&R T ZAEFIIZEAR, BT RPmERATS, PRI GNN ) OOD
PREST o % TTIRE GNN e ] GRA FI 3R CT17 R AUk 2 (FE, A (= > B 2o
HAHGRA OOD ZALBE Sy FET RN, FEESRN 7Pk B LSS, BIE R SR AR AR .
TER IR, RS T PIAES AR TR i e Jm . (nEAR A ) DAK Tt 444 (1D
FERAS K P 2 T R ZERAR () o EVRTIT S, ATV ZR SRS o S AT i A BRI 2%, Bl S 2EA T R AL
55 M B F0I 25 o

PATTERN ([83] il #2 i —Fh 1 T22 ] d-pattern FRi B B AT EALS , WF5E 1T GNN AU/MILBLE 2
WEIR BRI RE S » 4 GNN FEIZ L 0] DA E WY ] T [l MU B, (ECHCAE PSS OOD 32 A6 )7 THI F4 1N
TERLEIIATE MW S, FEEESCERL T —FFRN d-pattern (JRIHERETAZR, T Z0m S AR0T HT P MU
ZAKREST . d-pattern RET BRI 2 AT RUOMAZGIY d Bk, T A GNN BBy =l &
Hod BB EUE A . BE TR, BIMEINR A5 S U GR A HE d-pattern 237f_EAUCIFAER/IES:, ]
BE B E M C Tk RAFZ AL, a7 Tz AU 2 H) & Ryl MELROFTE . BT 0k, AR 3 B R
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FSCAAE S5, WIS S RIS RG24 ) d-pattern K7, FFLERIBEL OOD iZAU(E55 EIS T 81k
AESETT.

DR-GST (Distribution Recovered Graph Self-Training) [84] & —FTEFAED HiImAL 5 F FIRE R 16 R
R E A VIGRER . R E B . 7E B IGRHEZE T, 2B S O AR s Bl 38 A R 4L
WITE S TiAm e T B 2% R B SEAN T SR 1 R AP R eR . TR REOEAE TR, EE R H S E
s BAMER ARG, FICR MG B il (5 R3S a7 5l dropout 2870 4EWTAI dropedge
A HERTHEATAG T S, IS MG SIS AR R R, AT AR K ARSI A, HEAREE GNN e
HAREEBSENT . SAMS, DR-GST MG BXG M I imfe I, Hagh 7—mHike
IESRBE DA TR B i, AT SR B8 2 ARARYE Y A L S AR Y s 1 — B thAn %, dEmidE st OOD 4k
HEJT.

HeAh, EIXFEAE> (Graph Contrastive Learning) 47] I 4T OOD iz 4L RE

GraphCL (Craph Contrastive Learning)  [33] J2 I % th FUG R FHER B B S O tr —,
e P n th RAFIIZARE ST . MR R, 3T N LI HAE45 1 B B2 > i g 4 SR it
ARy AT BERR i ey > B 2R il k. S, ARATTER S TN A ) Tk GraphCL, HAZ.O AR AR X i
A B AR m A e G LT, S B B RR OREF 3. GraphCL )iz AL BE Jy 7E b2 4ie i) 431 PE s
DA 55 DA K A 3y S ) 26, 1 ) RE 300 4 45 Hh A5 31 T 3k

RGCL (Rationale-aware Graph Contrastive Learning) [85] il id{E %} b S HEGE fh 5 30 & B T E 3458
() KA 454, DR E AR D T W R O AR A izt ke . VR, R GraphCL 457751
BT RAFOR, (BHNTERPLYE T e FB0E UE BPNETE LR, NMHIEZALEE T . X —ME, RGCL
FIA KB TG A AR AN L2 ] 2R PR . oSBT 45 A il e T o 55 AR B AR ) 7 4,
A BB 2F e SILAT I BT B SRR 1458 5 X by >0 24 D 1) P 3k 8 SRR X Bt 4 1) 400 PRl A R S 510 531 3
XA, RGCL Reg#E s AL R S FI IE LR R, ATAER R L R B T 2 B 2 AL RE T ¢
GRS

GAPGC (Graph Adversarial Pseudo Group Contrast) [86] & 1] 4 25 /4 25 B il B 2k 5 1
FEMR B BER FIX EL i AR AR A R B4 3 B bR o ST4E 2R, IR ZRAE$2 TH5E8 OOD i BE 7 T Y
ARECAREUE, Ky A B WIS . fEE e, %508 WU g 0 fa 5 s kg am skemg (4n
BEBLIMBR T S ) AT REREIR SRR ) R E ., B R/R . S, GAPGC i A i xg ]
SEMPAFRZS , 0 B A IR IEREARS | AP RS . BUAL, %07 VA R 0] 2 2 B DA S 4 4H PR I
FEADLGIER T B IWEAE S 5 FAESZ BIRAH M, WMHET T EAE5MRE. (EEEMNEEIRAELS T T
W, £W GAPGC e h FAL 5k G e, AUTHIMEAYE OOD liA%ds Fry i 2.

GT3 (Graph Test-Time Training with Constraint) [87] J& %5 —FhTa [m] I HE R MR g7, it
TRy R A AT ESE . FUAT R, SR B0 I AR Rt e 2] g, il e KA R iy AR 5 a5
BRI EAE R, (R R FRniiik 2 E 2 REE . ME, 8RRt b > Ko R — EFEAS R TR A
BRI A, 1 S 3R b — R RS gy . Ak, R EE T I ABSNARI, BELR/NEFE A 51|
GHEAFIRZ IR . ARFCX PGS A B IR~ I 2550, BOBUTE 1814 284155 i) OOD 2 ALk
J1158) T BERT.

HomoTTT (Homophily-guided Fully Test-Time Training) [88] &— %1% OOD #4547 j5 0 24T 5%
IREALTE RAMESE o % A BT R B PE R o280 B BT H 2 > B s K B 3 W R 30, S 58 4 Ikt 1]
% (Fully Test-Time Training). N5 IEPEREBRIL, SHERSE—L 5] AELT [F B BB FEALE], XAy
JeRried e VA P W ST OL it
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6 B

AT (1] Ja PR £ BE 43 BT B A 22 M 482 AL RE T AH e 9 AR .

H5E, ET ARG 308, A Z MBS AR, 2 T S B 4 W 245 1972 LA (generalization
bound). Scarselli et al. [133] BT VC 45 [134] 4 T B LMKz L. 1E& &K, GNN i VC
A4 AR SUEI 2 M 251 E A HAART H i, X SRR T T BRI, GNN #)7Z AGRE T o i 2 3958
Verma & Zhang [135] HFHEERE RIS [136], XF GCN [121] #4772 mBe s, AT THEZE
GCN Bz, HE50RM, YRGS AW R R AR, )2 GCON mT AR 2o —ioe e, A
A& Rz AuERE

Garg et al. [137] &7 Rademacher 5245087 T GNN FEE 73 BT 55 Bz et Z TAERAZIE T
GNN RA RN R E A E AT [133] P3T VO SRR, R IESR Rademacher
ZACTAERIE EHEINE B ARG b, Ly [138] #2545 T HERZ GCN ) Rademacher ZA:JER . — %
P EZEXBIFET, [138] & TR S GAT S5 H-AT 00T, I B AR M2 [l AR Y

Liao et al. [139] @57 T KM &M GTE K KA1 55 _EY) PAC-Bayesian {Z b5, %45 RAE [137] EHT
Rademacher & 24 /A3l _LifAT T8, iz A AR I v i T A B BRI A i K B 2 4 B AR
BRI E. BLA, Ma et al. [140] £1X%FHE LD. 95 SBAESS, E R FHERZmAH T GNN iz ebEge
(%) PAC-Bayesian 4347, X2 HAHET [139] /XX G,

Du et al. [141] £ T E#Z)44% (Graph Neural Tangent Kernel, GNTK), T %Il GNN 7£ &4y
AR5 Bz et . GNTK f B %8R GNN Frifs S, i O T B 2 () i BOMAZ (R, I BT A i
fEFTE A RO . B GNN RBRE IR RINS, QK T BIAZ 75 T4 H A A B RIIER LA .
EMER E, Xu et al. [132] 45t T )2 GNN ZALRETIMEIR T, RTINS 455 B sk 52
[ R FFAR N OOD ZALMERERIZ I . THEX 90 )10, Zhang et al. [142] IEH], YEAERKEYIIH
FUIEBS B R, HAVERRE S B — N RRZ GNN, HFERIEES P il Bz it 2E, MnTERx
BRI AR ) 55 F N B I SR

KT FIRZHO R B BUEWE T DARME R AR ORIARTE X — B S B B A A A DA A2
BRI 5T BE— 20 S T TR R AR AL Iz AL . Baranwal et al. [143] 7£_E R SCRtLEBIALX
—FEE B MHLH FHSE T GNN 1 OOD Z Ak i@, ZAf 7m0 5K OOD ZAbZ A K &, HifETT
HJZ GON 7240 K iU 55 ErizAufRiE. b4, Maskey et al. [144] R graphon fER B SAEAY, %
BIAERNEG b BA HE R FAR e AR, I BRI B K Rz AL A

b T HEAE SR Z b, G — e HE SR PR SR M . AR 3] DL Bl 55 f FEXT OOD jZ 4k
WABiIE i

PR SR W 2o S ARHIE SRS 2 RE R X &R, BT OOD ZAbie i it T R Se g His £t .
EX oA E U O A R, AR EAE AN R REE H R REAAE . TS OOD 75t F g Tl 4k 1
AR . S5 AL R (SCMs)  [49, 51, 54] PAK PRURT-F07 ¥ [55] A aFUl A A) i ok 26 R RAAE P4k T
e TH, ARSI E RS LN R Ak, G (58] Ml % B Eak g e, #2010
TRARAE RT3 N RZ AR ST o X B8y AL RS R T PR A AR 6 40 11 A% DA S 7 S iz AL B Sl v i
SRR

ANAEEE 3]l R AR AEA R FREE o SRR R 2 KR IFHE, S OOD Z A4 fit T —Fh RGe vy
FBHESE [117-119] ZHESEIE 5 (R AL AT 4 RS 1 TSR Ay, AR 1042 B AR R e T
TP -, T AR A0 B A3 TGS B T 5 FREREAH B DA S R 2o oA O JEAELZ ZE AL T 14 BB A [T, 2 OB AN AE
AN TR, AT AE 45 5 5 Ba TS 5 R e EARALEIN 55 . WEIE B, AR 3 fH
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TR, BIFEARRIFE S, 45 AN RHE AR 1 25 A0 4310 I AR — 3. X — I BEA 3 i o I 135 XL
Wz f5e/ M H AR 2 2 R 7 23 [0 51 TE AL Ak 5281 (60, 62, 67]. i K AR i A8 A =X
ANARRESP AT T OOD iZAkRE )y, MAEFBRIEAMT (WM FEME 0 [72] sOBdE T E e A2
P [70, 71]) 24T HIBBHSHHIE, NIE OOD Z 4k BEE T HE KLl .

H RSP R T X E 22T H) OOD 24k st HoAZ U B AE B 48 51155 0 X R S5 015
SR, B RAES A R TR FRoR SR Z BB EAFE . Flin, GSAT [63] 8 I A Y1 2k 45 A1 B
7%, FERI R BEPLE S PLH S B3 H . InfolGL [145] 5IATUAREIRAR S5 G 22U A>T, A FEE
B H RN AR RRAE , eI R 28 B 2 [8) AR S (R PR AR 55 0 MRS 52 . 6 T5 EOMB Ak H prre BE
B LB LIE BRI X &R, MR THEANYE OOD 5t FrYiZ kg

7 ATFHENHEER

N TR E R OOD ZALMHE— 205, FATESR A B4 T B FAT I B BRI T 0P Ah .

% 4 TP A AMZALWE 5200 T O R B MBS SR P B s . “Task” R Bl 1 TRIZ . 5 Rl Gl B2 T
555 “Type” FmBBIEM LA MEEHRA; “Cause of Shifts” Frn ikt 5 MBS Z [])™ H: 53 A i B 1 St AL 5
“Metric” L& B deRMITEREPEG Hiihs; “References” it Y sloh {t AR BAS ARG 11z

Table 4 Commonly used synthetic and real-world graph datasets for OOD generalization. “Task” denotes each dataset can be used in graph-
level, node-level task or link-level task. “Type” indicates what kind of graph data that each dataset includes. “Cause of Shifts” indicates the

reason for inducing distribution shifts between training and testing data.

“References” denotes the work developing each dataset.

“Metric” is the evaluation metric adopted by each dataset.

And

Dataset Type Task Cause of Shifts Metric References
Spurious-Motif Synthetic graph Graph Correlations Accuracy [62]
MNIST-75sp Superpixel graph Graph Feature noises Accuracy [146]
CMNIST-75sp Superpixel graph Graph Feature colors Accuracy [92, 147]
D&D2go Molecular graph Graph Graph size Accuracy [146]
Graph-SST2 Text sentiment Graph Node degree Accuracy [148]
OGBG-Molhiv Molecular graph Graph Scaffold ROC-AUC 7]
OGBG-Molpcba Molecular graph Graph Scaffold Average precision 7]
OGBG-PPA Protein network Graph Species Accuracy 7]
DrugOOD Molecular graph Graph  Assay/Scaffold/Size Accuracy/AUC [149]
CBA-Shapes Synthetic graph Node Feature colors Accuracy [147]
Facebook-100 Social network Node Structure Accuracy [66]
‘WebKB Webpage network Node Structure Accuracy [147]
Twitch-Explicit Social network Node Structure ROC-AUC [150]
Elliptic Bitcoin transactions Node Time F1 Score [151]
OGBN-Arxiv Citation network Node Time Accuracy 7]
OGBN-Proteins Protein network Node Species ROC-AUC 7
OGBN-Products Co-purchasing Node Popularity Accuracy 7]
COLLAB Collaboration network Link Field ROC-AUC [70]
Yelp Social network Link Food category ROC-AUC [70]
ACT Social network Link Attribute ROC-AUC [72]
OGBL-PPA Protein network Link  Biological throughput Hits@100 7]
OGBL-DDI Drug interaction network  Link Protein-target Hits@20 7]

BRI N = 2RAE TS G T RIS S5 R A . X SeRER AR IR S T 2 R EDRIE (Bl ankksg
M. UMY, o1 E%E), Hammr R Rt (HImmm., i, #%85%).,
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7.1 BERESFSBER

TE, FATMIET— L8 T PPAL B 4 AT 45 A B R e i A SR B 4

Spurious-Motif [62]: X@—MEMEESE, &R [152] IR, N THEE S ER o fies .
ANEH AR (motif) F—ANEEAR. EEEHE Tree. Ladder Al Wheel =28 (434lidh S =0,1,2),
MR GHE Cycle, House fil Crane =2 (4 5ich I =0,1,2). BESARE Y U TRUA I, H T ]RMY
21orAh . R EGIEA T BB BT EA S 5 Y ZEB BB 4 S =T 1, P(S)=0b; X4
S#IBF, P(S)=(1-0)/2. EMH, SE0 EHEEM HRRE . i AE U285 M5 s E AR m
bAE, FIRAMAL RS 5

MNIST-75sp [146]: iX/& P N LTHErygdas, Hrh& N Eh MNIST [153] @@ EG =)
5 [154] SRdaimisk . 15 ST EG R, MARYEY S A A R PR T AR B SRR BB R R a Ak bR 518
FOREE . AE5 Hin @ kA& B W T B (0-9) . B EIRAE 2 10 2 e, 12850 538
i P A5 307 T 20 e A A AR B SO AR, BPE J 0 VR A S ity 398 o v, S 1) 8 A ok S vy s
s s S S

CMNIST-75sp [92, 147): ZEIRAEFFEZ — 2 N TS EPESE, B MNIST EGE 8153 5 75
e R E S5 . RIFET MNIST-75sp ji i Mg pe ALl 70 1 Fs , CMNIST-75sp f % TAE [117], MRAREFHR2EaL
BARE R AR ECEIA T A . B2, CMNIST-75sp $Rfk TWiFPse &, 4 i H TR 128 B R
AR S A% . FEml—Fi &, A o NG e R IR B B s e — PP B, YIZREs i
SRR AR 2, T R S AR S 2 TR A O R AR AR A

D&Dogo [146]: X —PESEHF R B EIRE, OF 1178 NMEHBEMELEH, 1S HA 82 4
BIHIRAS . AT55 H b Al 2 X G (enzyme) BER (non-enzyme). S5 A BIHUSZTH 1) 4311
%, UNZREE 5 MR E He IR O/ INBE T4l 4, RIBEAHE /NI B2k, TAE SE B B, BRI &
WIGRAEAL T B 30 2 200 Z (Al I, il Ae G &1 s 80 201 % 5748 Z R .

Graph-SST2 [148]: iXJ&— R T H ARG SRS S5 MBS IR Ede s . BBl — By
Y\ , Py R RN U], A FROR B [ O B, IR B )R R o e e BRI
N RIS T R 43 AR 3 A A RS o 7 SRRAE FR 1 25 BERT 35l ) & [155]) #IhG4k. 1956 T ILAH B A5 SLZ5H
B AEAE T AL E b [B) 45 SR 2 A TR A B TR A AT AR

OGBG [7]: Open Graph Benchmark (OGB) J&— i EIbL#R24 > W EHENIA T &, BE—RIE
S RKHEE H 2R E4E . Hih OGBG 2 T EIZE45 00D Z APl — 148, ARMEURER
$% OGBG-Molhiv, OGBG-Molpcba #l OGBG-PPA %, Hi&T %, OGBG-Molhiv il OGBG-Molpcba
P LS = O S e I o A S DR R 7 S R o B R 7= 1611 o e Rt O N S -1 SO 7 =S o e N NG U = eSS
W, BRI 2 1 4S5 M G R TR A8 . OSBRSS I 2 R W A TR ORI TR, A
F i B S H A Bk B OOD iz kit & . OGBG-PPA Hi3k H 1581 AN A[EIMIFE - HE
JOT IR ) 4% rh B B T 1) A B IR RP I B A B, AT 45 B A2 I 45 A AR o R 0k T O i 1 A3 2 200
ZEARAER A 0 2, KRS IR ot s L 43 L AN ) T4

DrugOOD ([149]: XJ&—A ) AL FiEh259 & AR ESERE, B8 2B s T REMEE. &
EELT R AE P e i 5 ChEMBL [156], #84it T —2= B alifbiiik & T8 OOD #dinde. #tk OGB
AU 45 B 2R B 4 Fadr, DrugOOD 51T SN2 FEAIR B0 Al DAAE AT 6 A W) Ak 2 e
AIRBREEIR . B scaffold 4b, ZIEMEL W T (assay) Fl4rFRUBSE P26 EIBEFTRI 5y, ATTTAS
T SN W R 3 5
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7.2 TREEFHIEE

R, FRATIm T — 2 T PG A AT SR A M RE ) A R B AR

CBA-Shapes [147]: X @& — M BHEdRSE, B BA-Shapes RN A = [162]. A K H—
ASFEF—2HBUA (motifs) AL, R ESH—AM 7 300 /N1 51 Barabédsi-Albert (BA) &, BiUALA
5 80 N FRELGEIER . (155 H AR @ WA g fa o, (48 E S RIA g T 5. Ay S
ST, BB THEERA S, BN 2R N TSRS, TR EHMEE S I TR, Tk
T PR & DAS BB S B RS AR S % . FEPVES B mAE I B, DIy SO eI ZRIr B ) R
B AERLS R REE T, B 5N S22 R AR X, (BAEMRY B, Bl 54282 (Rl A
KRRREUWA.

Facebook-100 [66]: X2 — B S 5digs, | 2005 4Ef% 100 4~ Facebook %2 W £&-Ft B ZH A .
B LA 5ok B 98 E I — BT K211 Facebook F 5 5. dlid 44 A P i J@ AN IRl Rkl ol 242 5
MRS, FTRA B SRS | AT RES . P ASIRI A0 W R 4k A8 X 5 e RASE . I 4 % 138 DA B P88 43113 55 THT S AE
REZER. P, Facebook-100 [66] H R A MERINE A 4> =2 Kk E 14 BTk 3 fir (4 John
Hopkins, Cornell %) B/ NIIZREE, FRRE 74 3 Bk (R Penn, Brown Fl Texas) WJMZ51/EN
M. 245K, AT DR A HA R 2520 A R WA AR ST U2 Y OOD 1z 4kfig

WebKB [147]: 3XJ&—NESR2E M T g B ER , HT 1S 2e. WMo, JohiaeEs:, v s
AE A L SCA ] ] o AT AR TN N TU2R A, dEeeAs . WiH . SRR, BUR BN AR i 1 BT 2
XPEREE A TR A TS LA o FEAUHE FH I T 1) SCAS P AR RIS 2450 « T AN A A CEE R DL, BBYRR
B IN A1 AN R iz AT o

Twitch-Explicit [150]: @& MESE R Mg Hdade, HPy 3R Twitch 1, R
ZIAIIT A B e T AR AL TR T PR AT Rk . S DA K B AT R S . BRI 4 T — AN
X, 4335 DE. ENGB. ES. FR., PTBR. RU #l TW. A[al#iX M BALELM @1 e B E2ES, Bl
2R FERN R RFESE [66] . I ZRAE 55 MR AR 2 [R) 1) 43113 i A% 20 - JRE 40 4% il g DX 4 T el dal 4 T 7 2

Elliptic [151]: X2 ANELHHE TS MEBIEE, b2 AP, Hhay HERs
5y, NFIRA G Z BRI SATR - AT55 B AR AEAR A T X EE5 5 S AREAE 5y 3R B (B i pR e A
RIGREE . BT B A ER A R4, WTRAH T35 bt B S B SRR 3 4 1 A%

OGBN [7]: ZHIREA T 2 AT SRS HdE4, @ OGBN-Arxiv, OGBN-Proteins I
OGBN-Products, 258 OGB [7] #HiHEM—114. BAME, OGBN-Arxiv &—MHELHF 5]
SR EE , HAp A SR arXiv B30, AFERSCZ MG KR H 40 Z02AT 55 BAETNE SCHIT
FEU . 7 12T 737 I A% 388 a4 BE AN () B[] DX [0 Xl 338 SCVE RN 2R SE R iR £E 15 | A - OGBN-Proteins
e EORESEEE, Ky fRER, BRI REORZ RN, BAEYEE UKL R.
1155 B br 2 T 2R 1 B RE RO AAAEVE . 20 7 R A 2ok 44 BE 6 1 00 T J 4 b w345 s B A T4 40 i 72 A2 . OGBN-
Products J&—1 Amazon FF3LgM 4, Ho SRR Amazon V& FIRm, SRR AR R IL R Y
KR KR AESHIRZ TR ISR 7 mEE R BBk ko B 3 B S 8 5 e R 43 0 sk ik
R e A T BE R i AR RN ZRAE TR AR IR A T BE R i Al it 2

7.3 DREZBIESE

BEAN, AT Il o — 28 T PP R S A 55 A A P RE A A R I K 4
COLLAB [70]: 35— B2 AR A EM 28 B dade . 37 m3on i3, IR EEAE 1990 & 2006
ARIRVICIR] B RS SO MU 38 AR o ARSI — 25 A T U SR (5 5L, ARYE G 8 8 SO R AT 72
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SFR AT, Bl “ RS2 4E (Data Mining) 7. “ ##E % (Database) 7. “PEE2{5 B 2% (Medical Informatics)
. g (Theory) ” Fl “HIHAL (Visualization) ”, B4R A 55 16 D HAEG X4 BRIV, 20 T AR E1E
K ZRBERT R AL R . AT RS A 4% & 0 SO IR U T i s LA, sz (Data Mining)
BEAE RN BAS o] DL 40k, TR 1S T — AN A BRI /A 4h (O0D) HERE 11 I I 347 5%

Yelp [70]: %2 —PESE AR TNERLE, RIETH PSR A Z A EICS . 55T H A
WX, NFRMEE A EMPFSHAT . BfadEinag 2019 45 1 H & 2020 48 12 H MARPEHE . HRXHR
R A NHATIRE, GlAngEEE2E (Pizza). EEEYZE (American Food). MiME5%3E (Coffee & Tea) .
7F]2¢ (Sushi Bars) FITR4EZE (Fast Food). 7% 15 Kk (Pizza) 250152 H L% A S I ik iy
FIA, AR AR AT B/ T A% 7 5 N Bz AR 3 it T— IS 2 61

ACT [72]: @ —/MUE T RMBAELIRE (MOOC) P& Hh2# 1T s S B SE . 5 SRR
R NFORFAENAT S, PIINRES SE 52 I PRI A H . Bl aE IR ER T 2R 0200, a4 <R
T E (Lecture Viewing) 7. “fEM/#2%5 (Assignment Submissions) 7 fl “i£1£% 5 (Forum Participation)
7, MM ZIEAS [ 2R B A2 B . RS i i e VI SR B HERR R 2 I mA T MM A i, SRS RLAE R B
T B AL BRI AR, T HAZ AL RE 142 Pk

OGBL-PPA [7]: iXj&— A RIFE T8 i [0 R M 45 1 B S R B SE . 73Rk H 58 M
FYFREA R, HFRREAEYFEXWER R R, B EER . HRE R AEH
M . AT R RIK—A 58 ZEY) one-hot FREMI R, FDAFE/R PRI . ZB@RAE R & T wi
%, HHR R B AR B 02 T A HE Y h B T REY LSRR (il 2 BT . PPAE T4 R Hits@100,
T B SR REASIIAEHE P S5 3 ET 100 44 H g LBl 2 A1 A% i ik — b 1A 0 S 06 S ) 40 SR 5 A
YRR 5T BUABAR A oyl B S VA BT ROR, Mk S M iy W A i 9 s SR AL
SEEG AL RTARIA , AT SE AR Y SR 4 P R 22 57

OGBL-DDI [7]: iXi&—MMEH 25925 AHEAE 480 B AR AL . 7 i3 n e gk FDA #itif
B TS IR B 25, R I A B, R AR AR T4 Bk ST A S e B A ELVE
KFR. 55 Hbm @@ He e g 2525 WA AR, B 2 SSA AR i HEZEZY 100,000
FRBEHLRFER 2 1. PP FeAR R A Hits@20, AT i B A BAE FAEHE P45 8 0T 20 A g Eesil, A
PR~ BA B R P A PN S . AR A SR A SR 2 SRS S | A s IR dE S e T i 24
Y el —HES, MmN 2 m AR R E . X AR i R BT R R 2z e 2 A
AR EYERILRII 2, a2 &M ESEAFAER OOD 5.

7.4 HfpEE

BEAh, AL TARRE B s R R B N PR A T IR PRI B, A AR A PRI LT
X T2 E M OOD ZARFIEAL K OOD J5iAit T 1 ARG LM Scs il . T R Edn R B R4
TEAERISCHIEAT T HAN A, XX LI E Ve TR 2 B, BRI, GDS [92] 148 T AT
PALS5 RS, W T 2 IRAUNIE A2 IR, AR T OOD ZALFIES5 AR GNN 5 FERHE
AAANAE T RITERER L. GOOD [147] BE5H BB TR AR A 35 B AT 55 571 TS5 iR gl X
SRR e L A BN [ I 3 SR S A AR R AL, LA T SR RS B E . AL RS EHAR
i TBIRAE R A 5 A AN RN R PEREZERE, R I ALAR 27 o) S5 TRy ] U B 2 A OOD
TRHEAT T AR H AT .
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8 EEGHEE haIM

UTAFR, BEAE SRRV AR5 7 AL BT S UL L S5 GRS B35 HE e [157, 158], RERRIEZAY (Graph
Foundation Models, GFMs) tHZ#i A EIPLERF T R W55 1] (159, 160]. 15 {58 R i 22 [0 243 4T
XHRFE BR AR R AT S5 AT N GRAN ], BRIV Bl i KM . 2251 AL 55 BT 2k, =22
A%, AR H HRA AR E R . T BN P BB AL Gk BUSAMLSS R
e, EIERRACA$THE OOD iz AkRe Jj4e it TR

M OOD ZALHIAIER , EIER LRGP WS . 62 a5 = IR A A, BIASTH B &
Z IR AT RELETT URRAE . TITEEAE . BIBL. BEAMTR . motif G5H DA RIE S AR B 2 5. Hk2
G A A%, RIS ] s S al RESR B AN [F] B SUSECR BEALR], AN BO R 22 . it 22 DA
REBAH MR ZE 5. 5 RS2 A A t% , JTUHRAESUR B IR . SRS TEISE R T, FBh
SRR E . B DO 56 A W] BEAEUNZRANI i B A A ARl o o Je AT 55 2 T B 0 A A%, BV AL P8 )
] RETR AL B S HOIN SR BOR R R M EHE S, f th s s A5 R, A AT 73 S 7 2 B e 1o 141 4
RiRUIIS

A P B RIAAE AR BE Bak OOD iz AU My, KA PAZY SR o 55— 252 i ) [A] A AT 55 B0 1 el
A2 [161-163], BRFTINZRAN T iy e B o B S8 [ AR 55 T U, Iy i 28, e il & 2. 7
X—WE T, TSI 2 A AR50, OOD iz Ak SR B B G5 F RS 45U 7 B Ml
¥ MREREFRE R . AR R 2 BN GR  BERN 5. SRR ] XS B
TRE L o G B , $ MR R I R LS50k P AR RS E Ay 56 20 1 1) A AT 55 B 1 ]
BEREA [164-166], RIEIRUA QT 208 WA BB 1, 67 B A RS R Z MR ER . WERIA
WIS — W E SRR SRS — S 0, (R, YRR 55 RS TE Al —HEZE R Rk FIK
fif o ARENER SR B AL IR TP T iR S22 ST RE S5 58— BT SURE S BT S5 i . RIS 5TEF
BRI F . @A tokenization, DAKIHI ) ZALS5 M HIIGR H ARt SRMESBUEMEL, S5 K&
Al RS20 5 [ IR I RS 250 L 4Bk BESAHML S5 2 S0 its , IR FRoRRE ) . AL 55 ERCRE T Al
PR E TR TR e 20K

K OOD iz AL J7 k-5 IR 2 Ta) A KARIK R . — T3, OOD iZALRFFE s A i A AL R4~ |
B, TSR LA B e ) SRR, W DA RS SR L S AR R T 5k H AR RIS BCAL ], e A
BURS YN GREcHs P e S5 R el U 22 O R . 50— DT, PR A i RSSO RN 2 AT 5524 ), BiE
UG RGN G, MR A A PRI 3 & 1 et MR AN i A2 2R . AL, 5181 OOD iz
W7 IR B BRI B0 R . XE5F . Sn MR RE f 24 T A R A2 ] S R S M 2T 1) o

JUE BRI 16 OOD JZAbfe fit Topr LS, (HHAE FCSEE g ey T . ¥5E, anfariy e fg
A EN . U BESHUT S Z R BN RI ARG . HRK, BUA RN B I 2% H Aot A —
HHX . OOD iZAL B, H 2 mTRETERL L8 5 R 24 > BN GUERR E 1) B BRH e k. TRV, A1 TR Bl AL Y
OOD PTG Z G5 —ARifE, RKTHEE RGBT B R L WAL . SRS . BSER AL 55 TR AP P
Wo fea, PRSI /A1 A% T RO BE BRI AR AT R, ey 200 ) R RSB 25 2R AEAR DL L R DL A5 A
RIALSS FRZ AT, R J5 SERT TR EE B

o g
A, J XA SR M AT R 5, I B G R AR 02 T IR LT s
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9.1 B4

VAT 55 N ZRAE ) 2 -5 B T LA o ) TR AT AMZ AR PR RE R R 2. 24 HT, DFEE it
Z PRI SREOR , ARSI FHE A SR A AR I . X 27 PRl i A SC RIS T A I 4%
ST, HAERTHERIZ ALRE T 7 U T B ROk «

AT BT E R R e B, 50— RPPERE Tl RO TR R RO T OOD iZ4LfEds. M
B aRTy vk, X SO E A R A ) BAE SIS S BT X P PSSR . b, BT AR Y
VIR SR I R TR SILT | 5, i T R R A PR UG o 3 1) DR R T B TR o ok S ) o
AP R B BT S B P I A A 22 OOD Z AL PEfE

AT, [ eI Rt AR A B 1] 2 ) SR IR A R, AR BN AV o) L RN GR S 18T R ) 45
HEBEBCERR M ITVAM L, X IITEESRIE I R R BT, e T OOD JZ AL R Ty ) 1 BES
R TGHAA AR R GNN & T4,

IR, CAZWM TR EEZ A EEHER, DA E R ASRRE OOD iz Ak ¥R %k
RS IER AT AEPFINZ R, ZUSE R A 5 T 1 R PUT 55 M 2 R Bdn e, Tl BeliZ 2 Hllx
i, LA OOD Z AL T IARA S AR B T 4T H A 1E R

9.2 FEEEMISTEREW

TEZAGMPLIE OOD 2Rz )G, — A EHARMIAEUR - AR5 BRI ] v W g AR 4 B AR 3 S B A 1 1Y
Tk BRI, Jr iR (U TR EBE R BP9 TERE , IC Y 365 B WA BRI I 2R
KR AE . PRERRE IR AT AR AT e T VBSOS . FRE B BOR TR AR DASRY I3 S A R A
FEVEREOR . GG ASCR ARt . BRI ) SRS = 28073k, T ARSI AN R 24

B, HEEAER HGRRE AR, B B 8 A B S R B T PR THZ AR RER , Kt
JETH ) 5 IR T R BN B 5 TR E e i . B 58 5 94 T DA S S B0 1Y SRR AL L A2 SR Rt A A
TR AFEARY RN GR A, RIS T I EEAE R A AR al Hi) . HEAR GNN & T R 458
NSRS . AT T S B BRTE i, I HLal DA 2R RIS 5 (RS BRAE T 4580 5%
W AR B 5 5 FLSE AR A AR VT IE . 0 RIS SR A A R A B SR ER S P O AE 1L, B R BR 1 S AR K
SRR, DIAT BES | ARSI NGERS T 1 S 2 e

FR, B Aifmas 3 20T RE B ¢ . PRI A% R R AT AR L S AU, 2R T Y 07 YR B BB R
BTN s R AR B R B IX R E N R SARER R, WILEE ST, &fl. 27k
JOFTIN <5 Xof ] SRR R AR SRR o B KR B 5 . XTI IAR LA E T HAT BRI R @i, I+
Bh TR (] BEASAE 7011 A% T PRIFARE 5 (EHG % OB SR ) SE 0 IR B sl B AR ZR OB BT, AEdk =
BRI PR SR AB RO ME DAL 377 55 o T BT Y

= MEARRBA IR, sEE T A Bl Y2 H AR AR RS THZ AL RE S, 272]
SR JZ TR 5 VRIE B R R . OS2 >] L BRHTNZRAIA] B W2~ S5 07 v n] AVE S i AT I 2R
SR GNN T4 6. HREGHRZ MIIGIREE, BT AR WA S G2 IR TR R E K& ;
AR R B e T 2Ryl iIE A, A BB A2 T R ZRofem i w5 S L 95 A iR E I A e 4L
Vb s R rs , RHTNZRnl f TR T S . e 2R07 VAR TSPk AR T 2k H AR B EE 2
SE P FIBIEZ (B S5 AY A S 2Rt a] BRI R R AT 954 T B BREE R R

i, FEEIRES I, BRI T IAFEAEXE AT 0 W Z IR AT A% - BRI A TR SN S AR A 2
RUAIRE TR A A BT k. B, FESSHRERE RS R I FEAER 3 5t rh, w] DASEiiad Bt Kl 45
IATEEVEE, PREEA A ) B E W ) YORFORRENE s N URME S T, nTRAE— 225 AR
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TR SEH , DRI ] (A ] R s AERS UK. ST 55 iSRS ) St P BLR B ]
YEB e, (EFRAS G RAMES PR T EIE G T 454 . SUE. BOSEUES5 R ks . SR
7, B OOD iZALT YRR N “iFe A AR B A R E TR XA &, AR UK
Y BV RESR AR AT T

9.3 ERRHARFE

S AR R OOD 2 AL 7 B3t i, (HAET k. BIE-5 2 T5 A7 A R i AR AR o iy ) A
R TR

9.3.1 HEZRIERRIE

JER I I OOD 3z AL T AR S W C USR8 IE e, (BIL5 2 6 9 prihe i BNe Bl 2 [ 377 A
WIS, TR G iX — 2R T X T 22 > 1 B OOD iz A MEHEA T 38 /™A% L RGE R BIE Z0im . Ah, A
PR [ 2R 2 A1 A% A AR AL R 22 0 T SE, BN P s . MRS A% S hnasmAs 5 s X Lo mAs e 11 45
H Rt P AL AR 07 M AR A WSS © AR AR B S8 T FS 26 3007 TR SR R, (AT sk Z 58— Ry B
WHERL . ARRWFTEA b BEHRZR BENS (7] I 20 1 2 Fh AT i RS 1 T2 1) OOD 2 ALBIIE , (0 [l IR AT R ARHALE
k% . EZEH IS . A WAD S hR%s o 1 i As Z M AR AR AT, b2 [l R LE e R 1A E 22 SRS 528 mT
o) PERHEAIZ AL, HESETZAR . PRI AZETE ) o5 B ETEBE TR, PAE—5 T miAn)
A AR AR

9.3.2 GNN 2243

P TAR [132, 146, 167-169] 51, GNN AZRMEctt (Blaniss i s E SR G LM ) fE5E8 OOD izfbH
KA RBAVE M . XLEOPRON IR GNN A0 500 1 i B9 2 TR 9 < EAR L 1 REA P DLE . o 73 AR Gt de 7t
GNN ) OOD ZALRETy, ARAATAB SR~ BB H 2 e il 19 GNN 2284 [170], PASE SR 77 A% 1 151
ML, XA — AT R B, — DRSS TR B [ R R gl A Al
TEMMFERAL, &N TR BRI . SRR AL B8 AN, 13T LW TR R AT B 3+~
REASIE B 2 AL EREERY OOD 724k GNN 4244, DA/ N T3t ke iy Rk «

9.3.3 WEfS

REHul il OOD AT IR T U5 2 ANIIZRIREE [15]. AT, S Sk B R PR U A A PR s 25
JSAR R s, AT R X ST IRAE . AR IE AT b — R B3R OOD ZA0T5iE, M H BS54 SRk
)5 T E B A= T BRI oo Jorp— A SR P U T DX 93 phy FLSEERBE AR A S B o fli 22 5 S RS L R
i 22 2 P R g M B SRR LBl , et B Sh A ) D PRt — B am AL R B St BEAL, PRSI B 1 A Bl
WAL, T EAAE Y S S SRS . O KT A G2 SRR i 1A (171, 172] I K RERS Ak
BB PR S 2 o] SR . AR IR 8] 73 A1 A 9 7 ¥R 1 Bkt KRS8 TR YR AR A A1 A T 3h 25
AL A AR, e — A EA T B R e SRR 7 14

9.3.4 MABHNIZRLAMRTZILRED

2% (Test-Time Training) Sy IHARAT % N H OOD iZALE S 424 T—Fh R{E R,
3 AR AR B AR AR DB 5 A AR 55, SEBRAAAY & % . BREE 5.3 Ty /4y ik
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Tooxt e T M 125595 (86, 87] Ab, I TAE GTrans [173] S22t 1 eI B F A 1 8 45 B e i 3
. B4, LEBED [174] R TCSBEIIGHLG], @ B il S a5 s mi2em, Mgk Rar
(1 GNN FE A1 ke 26 8 R 3 RSN Az A iR 2E . RKAITAE— WA BT A SBIRE 2T A%
R B ST FL A, A 5 ISt 8 B A P A B DR AR, DA AT E KA P& sl sl A P 37 5t o s B
FRCE T BT, BV R A I I R 55 R ZR A T B B 1 RISk, 2t — 4R T OOD
ZALRE S — A B EFTTT )

9.3.5 E[ZHMRA%HR

srAiish (OOD) I EeAE H & A 2 A7 AE . RS2 S PINL G2 > O iR CAE 2 Bl 37 537 U
Iy, ABLEAFAE A A Y FLSC RS 8 B4 OOD AL RE R 27 2] J7 3k, R — 1> e B HLM RS 21 5890
WHERIPRER . IEUNIERE R GE . HAPISE . I PN . AORRL, DA BR SR B2 RS AR, A BOG T
REREAR I 20K, Xtk S AR B TS Sl PR A S Ao [175-180]. [k, ARRHFFETE AP ISR
AR 37 553 A T X BOR IR, BIARSRERE R GE b i % BRRAS Sl M 2 rh i s 25 A A2 Ak
PP S A i A, DA RS R Rk T AL L i NN 255 . R, R4S R A ALl OOD
AT, WO R THS AL S B b ] iz A BE ) -5 D SR 15 BE R — 2R AR T A 1S ) A
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Abstract Graph machine learning has been widely explored in both academic research and industrial applications. Despite
the rapid emergence of numerous novel methods and techniques, most existing studies are grounded in the in-distribution
(I.D.) assumption—namely, that training and testing graph data are drawn from identical distributions. However, this
assumption rarely holds in real-world graph scenarios, where model performance often deteriorates significantly in the
presence of distribution shifts between training and test data. To address this critical challenge, out-of-distribution (OOD)
generalization on graphs, which moves beyond the in-distribution hypothesis, has made substantial progress and garnered
growing attention from the research community. In this paper, we provide a comprehensive overview of OOD generalization
on graphs, offering a detailed review of recent advancements in the field. We begin by formally defining the problem of OOD
generalization on graphs. Next, we categorize existing approaches into three conceptually distinct classes—data, model,
and learning strategy—based on their roles in the graph machine learning pipeline, followed by in-depth discussions of each
category. We also review theoretical foundations related to OOD generalization on graphs, introduce commonly used graph
datasets for rigorous evaluation, and discuss its applications in graph foundation models. Finally, we present our insights
into promising directions for future research.

Keywords machine learning, graph neural network, out-of-distribution generalization, representation learning, graph
foundation models
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