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Abstract—Directed graphs are ubiquitous across numerous
domains, where the directionality of edges encodes critical causal
dependencies. However, existing GNNs and graph Transformers
tailored for directed graphs face two major challenges: (1) ef-
fectively capturing long-range causal dependencies derived from
directed edges; (2) balancing accuracy and training efficiency
when processing large-scale graph datasets. In recent years, state
space models (SSMs) have achieved substantial progress in causal
sequence tasks, and their variants designed for graphs have
demonstrated state-of-the-art accuracy while maintaining high
efficiency across various graph learning benchmarks. However,
existing graph state space models are exclusively designed for
undirected graphs, which limits their performance in directed
graph learning. To this end, we propose an innovative approach
DirEgo2Token which sequentializes directed graphs via k-hop
ego graphs. This marks the first systematic extension of state
space models to the field of directed graph learning. Building
upon this, we develop DirGraphSSM, a novel directed graph
neural network architecture that implements state space models
on directed graphs via the message-passing mechanism. Exper-
imental results demonstrate that DirGraphSSM achieves state-
of-the-art performance on three representative directed graph
learning tasks while attaining competitive performance on two
additional tasks with 1.5x to 2x training speed improvements
compared to existing state-of-the-art models.

Index Terms—directed graph learning, state space model,
message passing, ego graph, large graph datasets

I. INTRODUCTION

A wide range of complex real-world systems—from digital
circuits and neural networks to software code and citation net-
works—can be naturally modeled as directed graphs. Unlike
undirected graphs, crucial information in these systems is often
encapsulated in long-range causal dependencies determined
by the directionality of edges. For instance, in the field of
Electronic Design Automation (EDA), the critical path delay
spanning multiple logic levels dictates whether a chip meets
its timing constraints [1], [2]. In deep learning, the update
of model parameters relies on gradients that are backprop-
agated throughout the network, which is crucial for model
performance [3], [4]. Similarly, in program analysis, specific
execution paths can be used to determine if code exhibits
malicious behavior [5]; and in citation networks, the influence
of a seminal work propagates through citation chains, shaping
the development of an entire research field [6], [7]. Therefore,
effectively capturing and leveraging these long-range causal
dependencies is not only a central theoretical challenge in
directed graph learning but also a key bottleneck in numerous
high-impact applications [6], [8], [9].
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Current mainstream approaches for directed graph learning
primarily fall into two categories: Directed GNNs and Directed
Graph Transformers. Directed GNNs adapt the message-
passing paradigm, employing either spatial methods (e.g.,
DirGNN [10] and D-HYPR [11]) or spectral methods (e.g.,
MagNet [12] and HoloNets [13]) to encode directionality.
While these methods outperform standard GNN(s, their reliance
on local aggregation makes them susceptible to the well-
known over-squashing problem (i.e., information loss in deep
graph neural networks [14]) and over-smoothing problem (i.e.,
node features becoming indistinguishable [15]). Consequently,
their ability to model long-range dependencies in large-scale
graphs is severely limited. On the other hand, directed graph
transformers leverage a global attention mechanism and in-
corporate directionality through directed positional encodings,
such as magnetic Laplacian and directed random walk posi-
tional encodings [16], [17]. Their global receptive field allows
them to overcome the limitations of GNNs, demonstrating
superior performance on tasks requiring long-range reasoning.
However, the quadratic computational complexity of both the
global attention mechanism and directed positional encodings
makes them prohibitively expensive for large-scale graphs,
restricting their practical application.

The trade-off between the efficiency of GNNs and the
effectiveness of Transformers has spurred new research into
alternative architectures. Sparse graph Transformers are rep-
resentative methods. For example, GraphGPS replaces dense
attention with linear attention layers originating from natural
language processing [18], while Exphormer leverages graph
augmentation techniques to heuristically adjust the attention
receptive field [19]. These methods achieve a certain trade-off
between efficiency and accuracy but still have limitations: on
one hand, linear attention was originally designed for sequen-
tial data, and its accuracy significantly decreases when applied
to irregular graph structures; on the other hand, heuristic graph
augmentation may distort the original topological structure,
weakening long-range causal dependencies. Moreover, these
methods are designed for undirected graphs. When applied
to directed graphs, they require expensive directed positional
encodings to achieve high accuracy, thereby introducing new
performance bottlenecks.

Recently, State Space Models (SSMs) have emerged as a
powerful alternative, demonstrating linear time complexity and
exceptional long-range dependency modeling capabilities for
sequential data [20]-[22]. This success has inspired their appli-
cation to graph data, giving rise to models like GraphMamba
[23] and GMN (Graph Mamba Networks) [24]. These Mamba-
based graph SSMs (graph Mamba models) sequentialize
graph structures by ordering nodes based on centrality met-
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rics, showing superior performance and efficiency compared
to sparse graph transformers. However, a critical issue has
been overlooked: these methods are designed for undirected
graphs and utilize the sequential scanning and batch processing
mechanisms of Mamba [21] , thus failing to address the
unique challenges posed by directed graphs and their causal
dependencies.

Specifically, applying existing graph Mamba models to
directed graphs exposes several fundamental limitations:

1) Loss of Causal Dependencies: Existing sequentializa-
tion strategies in graph Mamba models are typically
direction-agnostic. This oversight prevents the models
from capturing the long-range causal paths that define
information flow in directed systems.

Arbitrary Node Ordering: existing graph Mamba mod-
els rely on a deterministic node ordering. However, the
complex topology of directed graphs means no single
ordering criterion can represent the graph’s information
flow without loss. This inherent ambiguity compromises
the model’s robustness and permutation invariance. (For
instance, a PageRank-based ordering yields a signifi-
cantly different node sequence than a degree-based one;
with a degree-based ordering, nodes with identical out-
degrees produce a random permutation).
Computational Inefficiency from Sequentialization:
Flattening a topologically imbalanced directed graph
into a one-dimensional sequence results in highly non-
uniform output lengths. This necessitates extensive
padding during batch training, leading to significant
computational and memory overhead, especially for
large-scale heterogeneous directed graphs.

Serial computation Dependency: The selective scan-
ning mechanism in graph Mamba models introduces
RNN:-like serial dependencies in computation, lowering
its efficiency [21].

2)

3)

4)

Consequently, current graph Mamba models struggle to simul-
taneously meet the accuracy and efficiency requirements for
large-scale directed graph learning tasks.

To address these challenges, we propose the Directed
Graph State Space Model (DirGraphSSM), a novel archi-
tecture specifically designed for directed graph learning. Our
main contributions are as follows:

¢ Permutation-Invariant DiGraph Sequentialization. We
propose a novel framework called DirEgo2Token ,
which makes SSMs permutation-invariant on directed
graphs. For each node, this framework constructs its
directed k-hop ego-network and groups neighbor nodes
by their shortest path distance, thereby generating a
canonical sequence. This method effectively encodes long
range directed topology into a sequence that can be
processed by an SSM while remaining invariant to the
initial node ordering.

« Efficient Parallelizable Architecture. We develop
an efficient message-passing-based implementation for
DirGraphSSM. This design enables parallel computation
over a node’s neighborhood, eliminating the serial com-
putation dependency and the costly padding operation

during batch processing in the graph Mamba models,
thereby significantly accelerating training and inference.

« State-of-the-Art Efficiency and Performance. We con-
duct extensive experiments that demonstrate the superior
performance of DirGraphSSM. On large-scale directed
graph benchmarks, our model trains 1.5 to 2 times
faster than state-of-the-art graph Mamba models while
matching or surpassing their accuracy.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section
II reviews related work on directed graph learning, sequence
modeling, and graph sequence models; Section 3 introduces
the necessary preliminaries; Section 4 elaborates on our pro-
posed DirGraphSSM model; Section 5 reports the compre-
hensive experimental results and analysis; finally, Section 6
concludes this paper.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Directed Graph Learning

Directed graphs have garnered significant attention from
researchers in graph learning due to their capacity to model
directionality and potential causal relationships inherent in
real-world networks. The primary approaches can be broadly
categorized into two families: spectral-domain and spatial-
domain GNNs for directed graphs. The core idea of spectral
methods is to construct a suitable Laplacian operator for non-
symmetric directed graphs, mapping node features into the
spectral domain and enabling efficient convolution through
polynomial approximations, such as Chebyshev polynomials
[25]. Representative works include MagNet [12], which lever-
ages the magnetic Laplacian to explicitly encode directionality
using complex phases, and DiGCN [26], which constructs
an operator based on the stationary distribution of PageRank
and employs sparse approximation with personalized PageR-
ank. Spatial methods, on the other hand, directly extend the
message-passing paradigm by differentiating the aggregation
or parameterization for in-coming and out-going neighbor-
hoods. For instance, DGCN [27] performs parallel convolu-
tions on first-order and two types of second-order proximities.
DirGNN [10] conducts separate message aggregation for in-
and out-neighborhoods followed by a joint update. ADPA [28]
utilizes various directed motifs to drive training-free propaga-
tion and employs a two-level attention mechanism for adap-
tive aggregation. Despite their different starting points, both
lines of work fundamentally rely on information aggregation
within local neighborhoods, making them susceptible to over-
smoothing and struggling to capture long-range dependencies.
To address this, recent directed graph Transformers attempt to
aggregate global information while preserving directionality.
Examples include positional encodings based on the phase
of the magnetic Laplacian [16] and reachability positional
encodings derived from directed random walks or personalized
PageRank [16]. These methods can inject directional infor-
mation without altering the attention architecture but often
incur high computational costs. DAGFormer [6], in contrast,
leverages the partial order of DAGs to contract the attention
receptive field and designs a lightweight positional encoding,
achieving a better balance between accuracy and efficiency.
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These advancements have laid the groundwork for subsequent
methods that integrate global modeling with direction-aware
mechanisms.

B. Sequence Modeling

Sequence modeling has evolved from probabilistic graphical
models to attention mechanisms, and more recently, to con-
tinuous state-space modeling. Early approaches like Hidden
Markov Models (HMMs) [29] described sequences using
finite state transitions and emission probabilities but were
limited by the Markov assumption, making it difficult to cap-
ture long-term dependencies. Subsequently, Recurrent Neural
Networks (RNNs) [30] introduced recurrent hidden states,
and gated units such as LSTM [31] and GRU [32] mitigated
the vanishing gradient problem. However, their sequential
computation paradigm introduced a significant parallelization
bottleneck. The Transformer [33] replaced recurrence with
self-attention, enabling direct modeling of relationships be-
tween any two positions and achieving substantial efficiency
gains through parallel training. The subsequent development
of BERT [34] and GPT [35] established the pre-training
paradigm. Nevertheless, the quadratic complexity and memory
consumption of self-attention became a bottleneck for ex-
tremely long sequences. In recent years, State Space Models
(SSMs) have emerged, viewing sequences as continuous dy-
namical systems. They achieve near-linear complexity through
linear state updates driven by input, which facilitates streaming
and long-sequence inference. Representative methods such
as S4 [36] and S4D [20] achieve efficient training and
strong expressive power through structured state matrices,
stable discretization, and fast convolutions. Mamba [21], [22]
further introduces selective parameterization, allowing state
updates to adapt dynamically to the input. This endows the
model with both content-awareness and long-term memory,
achieving performance comparable or superior to Transform-
ers of similar scale on multi-modal and long-sequence tasks.
Compared to attention, SSMs exhibit favorable properties
such as cache/scan-friendliness, stable gradients, and hardware
parallelism. Furthermore, their equivalence to 1D convolutions
and the frequency response of rational functions provides a
theoretical foundation for understanding and improving these
models, such as balancing state dimensionality versus channel
count and coordinating stability with expressiveness. These
properties establish SSMs as an efficient primitive for long-
sequence modeling, capable of replacing or complementing
attention mechanisms.

C. Graph Sequence Models

Making graph data sequential for processing by powerful
sequence models, thereby balancing graph structure modeling
with training efficiency, has become a significant research
direction at the intersection of graph learning and sequence
modeling. Directly flattening an entire graph into a sequence
encounters the issue of node ordering, where the number of
possible permutations is A2, making it infeasible for sequence
models to process exhaustively. Therefore, researchers have

developed more refined sequentialization strategies by lever-
aging graph structure. DeepWalk [37] and Node2Vec [38]
use random walks to sample node sequences, treating them
as “sentences” within the graph. These methods naturally
incorporate graph structure into sequences through the process
of random walking. Focusing on Directed Acyclic Graphs
(DAGs), PACE [39] addresses the “injection” problem. Its
dag2seq component first canonicalizes the graph to obtain
a unique node ordering, then injects predecessor topology
via structured positional encodings. This ensures that non-
isomorphic graphs are not mapped to the same sequence, and
a masked Transformer is used to capture the partial order.
With the rise of SSMs, GraphMamba [23] flattens the entire
graph using a simple node priority sorting (based on centrality
metrics), replaces the global attention branch with Mamba, and
leverages the selective mechanism to capture global dependen-
cies in linear time. It also enhances robustness by permuting
the order of nodes with the same priority during training.
Graph Mamba Networks (GMN) [24] uses random walks to
sample multi-scale subgraphs as tokens, which are sorted by
priority and receptive field length, and processed with a bidi-
rectional Mamba. These works demonstrate that research on
graph sequentialization continues to optimize the preservation
of structural information and processing efficiency. However,
it is worth noting that sequentialization introduces trade-offs,
such as order sensitivity and token budget limitations (e.g., the
impact of sorting on permutation invariance, and the allocation
ratio between global and local tokens). Further trade-offs
among order sensitivity, expressive power, and computational
efficiency remain to be addressed.

ITII. PRELIMINARIES
A. digraph representation learning

We consider a directed graph (digraph) G = (V,€) con-
sisting of |V| = n nodes and || = m directed edges.
Each node is associated with a feature vector of dimension
f, collectively represented by the feature matrix X € R™*/f,
The structure of G is encoded by an asymmetric adjacency
matrix A € {0,1}"*", where A(u,v) = 1 if and only if
(u,v) € &, and 0 otherwise. Depending on the task, the
graph may be accompanied by different types of labels: for
node classification, each node has a one-hot label over ¢
classes, represented by Y € R™*¢; for graph classification,
each graph is assigned a one-hot label of size ¢, with labels
aggregated in Y € R™*¢; and for graph regression, each graph
is associated with a real-valued scalar, stored in Y € R!.
The goal of directed graph representation learning is to learn
a mapping function that leverages both the directed graph
topology and node features to produce node-level or graph-
level embeddings, which can then be used for label prediction
in downstream tasks.

B. Directed Message Passing

In Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), the message passing
mechanism serves as a key approach to extend convolutional
operations to graph-structured data. Its core idea is to update
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the representation of a target node by aggregating information
from its neighboring nodes (source nodes).

The critical distinction between directed and undirected
message passing lies in the definition of neighbors and the
direction of message flow. In undirected graphs, edges lack
directionality; the neighbor set typically includes all adjacent
nodes, and message passing is bidirectional and symmetric.
In contrast, directed graphs have explicit edge directions,
where messages propagate only from source to target nodes
(or vice versa, depending on the chosen directionality), and
the aggregation process depends on topological relationships
defined by either incoming or outgoing edges. This distinction
enables directed GNNs to better model directional semantics
such as information flow, dependencies, and causality, making
them more suitable for real-world scenarios with widespread
directed structural data.

Specifically, to leverage both incoming and outgoing di-
rectional information, directed GNNs often employ separate
parameters for message passing along the in-directions and
out-directions, and then combine the two to produce the final
result [10]. More concretely, a bidirectional directed message
passing mechanism defines distinct message functions and
aggregation processes for in-edges and out-edges. Let Ny, (4)
denote the set of in-neighbors of node i (i.e., nodes pointing
directly to %), and N, () denote the set of out-neighbors of

node ¢ . The aggregated message from the in-direction mglfz
(k) ’

and the out-direction m,

can be computed respectively as:

) = AGGy, (6 (1,2 ;1))
' JENn(3) 1)
) = AGGy (6 (< x5 e,,)).
’ jENout(i)
where x(k_l) € RS denotes the node features of node i at

K3
layer (k — 1), and e;; € R? denotes the (optional) edge
features from node j to node ¢; gi)l(lf ) and (;Sc(,ﬁt) are two distinct
learnable functions responsible for generating messages over
in-edges and out-edges, respectively; AGGj, and AGGy, are
the corresponding aggregation functions (e.g., sum, mean,
etc.). Finally, the updated node representation is obtained
by combining the two directional messages with the node’s

previous features via a combination function w(k) [10]:

X = CoM® (x5, 4 (m, ), @
where w(k) may be a concatenation, weighted summation, or
other effective combination operation. This approach explicitly
distinguishes the two relational directions in a directed graph,
allowing more flexible modeling of node dependencies under
different semantic contexts. Note that bidirectional message
passing is not mandatory in directed GNNs. In some cases,
message passing may be applied only along in-edges or out-
edges.

C. State Space Models

State Space Models (SSMs) are a classic class of sequence
models that map a 1D input sequence z(t) € R to an output
sequence y(t) € R through a latent state h(t) € RP. This

process is described by a linear ordinary differential equation
(ODE) [40]:

h'(t) = Ah(t) + B(t),

y(t) = Ch(t)

where A € RP*D g the state matrix, and B € RP*! and
C € R'™P are the input and output matrices, respectively.
D represents the hidden dimension. Since continuous systems
are difficult to handle directly in deep learning contexts, they
typically need to be discretized. By introducing a discretization
step size A, the continuous system above can be transformed
into a discrete form [41]:

hy = Ahy_1 + Buy,
Yt :6}7’157

3)

“4)

Here, the discretized parameters A and B are obtained us-
ing the Zero-Order Hold (ZOH) method, specified as A
exp(AA) and B = (AA) ' (exp(AA —1I)) - AB. This
discrete form reveals the recurrent or recursive nature of SSMs,
enabling them to process sequences step-by-step, much like
Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs).

Furthermore, by unrolling the recursive process, the SSM
can be shown to be equivalent to a convolution operation. The
output sequence y can be expressed as the convolution of the

input sequence x with a structured convolution kernel K [42]:

Y = akﬁxo +mk_1§I1 + -+ CBIk

K= (ch, CAB, ...,ﬁ“lﬁ) (5)

y=z+x K

Here, K € RL is known as the SSM convolution kernel, where
L is the length of the input sequence. This convolutional form
allows the model to be computed in parallel during training,
significantly improving efficiency. Building on this, Structured
State Space sequence model (S4) significantly enhance the
efficiency and scalability of SSMs through reparameteriza-
tion techniques [36], emerging as a powerful alternative to
the attention mechanism. However, directly computing the
convolution kernel K of length L has a time complexity of
O(D?L), which becomes a bottleneck when processing long
sequences. To improve the efficiency of kernel computation,
Gu et al. [20] proposed S4D, which significantly accelerates
the computation by using a diagonalized matrix A. Specifi-
cally, when A is a diagonal matrix, the computation of the
SSM convolution kernel can be simplified by leveraging the
properties of Vandermonde matrices, resulting in a nearly
linear time complexity of O(DL).

Despite the significant efficiency breakthroughs of struc-
tured SSMs, their parameters (A, B, C) are time-invariant,
meaning the model’s information processing mechanism is
fixed and lacks the ability to adapt dynamically to the context.
To address this limitation, a new generation of SSMs, Mamba,
introduced a selection mechanism [21]. Its core idea is to
make key SSM parameters functions of the input data. In this
way, Mamba can dynamically modulate the state transitions
and output projections based on the current input, thereby
selectively allowing relevant information to flow through while
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Fig. 1: Overall Architecture of DirGraphSSM. DirGraphSSM first employs DepthPlus to generate positional encodings that
reflect the hierarchical structure of nodes, which are then integrated into the node features. Subsequently, DirGatedGCN is
applied to produce enhanced node representations. This is followed by a SSM scan on directed ego graph of each node.
Finally, the Digraph Fusion Attention module leverages the PageRank to guide the feature fusion across different attention

spaces, resulting in the updated node representations.

ignoring irrelevant information, effectively achieving context-
aware information compression.

Building on the theoretical foundation of Mamba, Gu et al.
[22] further proposed the SSD framework, which reveals a
deep connection between SSMs and Transformers with causal
masking through structured matrices. The linear recurrence
of an SSM is equivalent to the quadratic computation of a
Structured Masked Attention (SMA). This insight provides
a crucial foundation for our subsequent design of a unified
model architecture that integrates SSMs and attention.

IV. METHODOLOGY
A. Overall Architecture

This chapter details the architecture of our proposed
DirGraphSSM model, as illustrated in Figure 1. The core
idea is to apply State Space Models (SSMs) to directed
graph learning, leveraging their strengths in capturing long-
range directed dependencies while maintaining computational
efficiency.

To capture the long-range causal dependencies in directed
graphs using SSMs, we first introduce a novel directed graph
sequentialization framework, DirEgo2Token, which lays the
foundation for capturing long-range causal relationships within

directed graphs (see Section IV-B for details). Building upon
this sequentialization concept, we construct the core SSM
module Digraph SSM Scan, implemented in an efficient
message-passing paradigm with multi-head attention as a
selective mechanism (see Section IV-C for details).

Furthermore, to capture richer topological information and
enhance the model’s ability to represent causal dependencies,
we design DirGatedGCN Structural Encoding and Depth-
Plus Positional Encoding. (see Section IV-D for details).
Subsequently, to effectively integrate node representations
across multiple attention heads, we devise a Digraph Fusion
Attention module to further augment the model’s representa-
tion capabilities (see Section IV-E for details).

Finally, we provide a complexity analysis of DirGraphSSM,
demonstrating its efficiency advantages in processing large
batches of sparse directed graphs (see Section IV-G for de-
tails).

B. DiGraph Sequentialization: DirEgo2Token

A robust graph sequentialization method must encode the
structural information of the graph into a sequence while
being resilient to node permutations. For directed graphs,
the precedence relationships among nodes derived from the
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edge directionality are particularly crucial. Existing graph
sequentialization methods are often designed for undirected
graphs or fail to establish a canonical ordering for certain
nodes, making them unsuitable for directed graphs. Therefore,
we propose DirEgo2Token, a novel digraph sequentialization
method. Its core idea is to construct a sequence for each central
node that reflects its “causal history,” yielding a representation
that is inherently invariant to node permutation. Figure 1.a
intuitively illustrates the overall flow of this module.
Specifically, inspired by NAGphormer’s ego-graph based
sequentialization of undirected graphs [43], [44], we utilize
a directed ego-graph to construct a causal sequence for each
node v. For a given directed graph G = (V| E) and a central
node v € V, the construction process of its corresponding
causal sequence .S, can be formally described as follows:

Niy(v) = {u € V| SPD(u,v) < k}
Li = {u € N} (v) | SPD(u,v) = i},i € [0, k]
S’U = (Lk’va—h "'7L17L0)

(6)

Here, N (v) denotes the set of k-hop directed predecessors
of node v. This set contains all nodes that can reach v via a
directed path with a shortest path distance (SPD) of at most .
SPD(u, v) represents the shortest path distance between nodes
u and v, and Lo = {v}.

Overall, the aforementioned sequentialization process can
be viewed as a hierarchical directed information diffusion or
causal tracing process. Information “flows” step-by-step from
distant predecessors to the central node, naturally encoding the
directed dependencies.

C. Digraph SSM Scan

Based on the causal sequences generated by
DirEgo2Token (Section IV-B), we propose the Digraph
SSM Scan method , which efficiently models the causal
dependencies using a State Space Model (SSM).

Given a central node v and its corresponding causal se-
quence S, = (L, Lg—1,...,Lo), DirGraphSSM first aggre-
gates the node set of each hop L; into a “causal signal”
vector. It then scans this sequence of signals using an SSM to
ultimately generate a representation y, for the central node v.
Specifically, this process is formalized as:

z; = Aggregate(L;,v),i € [0, k]

(7
Y = SSMCOHV(Zk7 Zi—1y--- ;ZO)

where z; is the aggregated vector for the node set of the i-th
hop, and SSM,,,y denotes the SSM scan process implemented
in a convolutional form.

To effectively capture the dependency strength of the nodes
in L; on the central node v, we employ a Multi-head Attention
mechanism to implement the Aggregate(L;,v) operation.
Specifically, for the node set of each hop L;, we compute
its attention-weighted sum with respect to the central node v:

K(Xy, Xy)

Aggregate(L;,v) = Z f(xu) (®)

u€l; ZwENﬁl(v) K(XU? Xw)

where k(-,-) is the attention kernel function, defined as:

_ <f (XU)WQﬂf(Xu)WK>)

K(Xy, Xy) = €Xp ( NG 9)
Here, f(x,) is the feature vector of node v after incorpo-
rating structural and positional encodings (Section IV-D) and
undergoing a projection transformation. Notably, this attention
mechanism plays a role in SSM scan process analogous to
the “selective scanning” in Mamba [21]. It can dynamically
adjust attention weights based on the input, and the entire
computation process is independent of the sequence order,
allowing for full parallelization.

Furthermore, by leveraging the distributive and associative
laws of matrix operations, the sequence scanning process can
be equivalently expressed in a message passing paradigm:

Yo= D aue - SSMEPUI(f (x,) W)
weN}, (v)
K(Xy, Xu)

ZwENi’;(v) KJ(X’U’ Xw)

Here, «,, is the attention weight from node u to v ,
SSM®) = CA"B, with A € RP*D, C € RI*D, and
B € RP*? d denotes the total hidden state dimension
corresponding to the attention mechanism (i.e., the original
dimension before dividing by the number of heads /), and D
is the internal hidden state dimension of the SSM. (Unlike the
scalar convolution kernel in Section III-C, we linearly expand
the input signal dimension from 1 to d.)

This message passing interpretation shows that
Digraph SSM Scan is essentially an attention-weighted
multi-hop information aggregation mechanism. Each message
is transformed by an SSM convolution kernel corresponding
to the path distance before being passed to the central
node. Thanks to this message passing formulation, our
implementation avoids explicitly constructing sequences,
thus eliminating the issues of inconsistent sequence lengths
caused by different graph structures and the associated
padding overhead. Specifically, during the preprocessing
stage, we compute the k-hop predecessor set for each central
node and record their shortest path distances (spd) using
Breadth-First Search. This information is used to construct
k_hop_edge_index and k_hop_spd, which enables
the parallel SSM scan to be implemented within a message
passing framework during training.

(10)

Qv =

D. Structural and Positional Encodings

To better capture the local and global topological structures
of directed graphs, we introduce a local structural encoding
based on DirGatedGCN and a global positional encoding
based on the depth of nodes in directed graphs.

DirGatedGCN Structural Encoding: Enhancing initial
node representations using the powerful local structure extrac-
tion capabilities of GNNs can effectively improve the expres-
sive power of Graph Transformers [18], [45]. Inspired by this,
we use a directed GatedGCN [46], extended from the DirGNN
framework [10], to generate local structural encodings for
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nodes III-B. This approach models neighborhood information
from incoming and outgoing edges with distinct parameters.

GatedGCN enhances traditional graph convolutions by in-
troducing a gating mechanism, thereby improving the model’s
adaptability and expressive power:

h,=h'Wi+ > n,,0h ‘W,
uw€EN (v)
Mo = o(hy " Wh + i WY)

(1)

where o is the Sigmoid activation function, wl, wl, wi,
and Wf1 are layer-/-specific trainable weight matrices, N (v) is
the set of neighbors of node v, and ® denotes the element-wise
product (Hadamard product). This structural encoding strategy
provides the subsequent SSM module with node features rich
in local structural prior knowledge, achieving a complementary
relationship between the local perception capability of GNNs
and the global modeling capability of SSMs.

DepthPlus Positional Encoding : In directed graphs, espe-
cially directed acyclic graphs (DAGs), nodes possess hierar-
chical information, termed depth, which is determined by the
direction of edges. Incorporating this information as positional
encoding into a Graph Transformer can effectively enhance the
model’s expressive power [6]. The depth of a node v in a DAG
is defined as follows:

depth(v) {O degree;, (v) =0

1+ max(,,)ep depth(u) otherwise

(12)
The depth(v) can be computed using a topological sort
algorithm on the DAG. This concept is analogous to the
sequential ordering of tokens in a text sequence and can be

used to generate positional encodings in a sinusoidal form [6]:
depth(v) )

10000

depth(v))

PE(’U,Qi) = sin (
13)
10000°

While many real-world directed graphs exhibit clear hier-
archical structures, the presence of cycles renders topologi-
cal sorting inapplicable for computing depth(v). To provide
meaningful global hierarchical positional encodings for nodes
in directed cyclic graphs without violating the ordering deter-
mined by directed edges, we propose the DepthPlus method.
This method generalizes the concept of “depth” from DAGs
to arbitrary directed graphs. Figure 1.b intuitively illustrates
the core idea of this method.

The steps of the DepthPlus method are as follows: First,
we use Tarjan’s algorithm [47] to decompose the original
directed graph G = (V, E) into a set of Strongly Connected
Components (SCCs). Each SCC is a set of nodes from the
original graph, which we denote as {C1,C5,...,Ck}. Next,
we construct an acyclic condensation graph G’ = (V', E'),
where V' = {c},c,,...,c,} is a set of supernodes, and each
supernode ¢, uniquely corresponds to an SCC node set C;.
An edge exists from supernode c; to ¢} in G' if and only if
there exist nodes u € C; and v € Cj in the original graph G
such that (u,v) € E. Since G’ is a DAG, we can compute
the depth of each supernode ¢, denoted as depth/(c}), using

PE(, 2i11) = cos (

a topological sort algorithm. Finally, we assign the depth
value of a supernode to all the original nodes within its
corresponding SCC. That is, for any original node v, if v € C},
its final depth depth(v) is defined as:

depth(v) = depth/(c) where v € C; (14)

In this way, even in directed cyclic graph, each node can be
assigned an effective depth value that reflects its position in
the macroscopic hierarchical structure.

By combining the structural and positional encodings de-
scribed above, we obtain the enhanced representation f(x,)
for each node v, which is then used for the subsequent SSM
scan.

pgpos) = DepthPlus(v)

. (15)
f(xy) = DirGatedGCN (x, + p{P®)

E. Digraph Fusion Attention

To integrate node features from different attention heads
and enhance the model’s representational ability, we draw
inspiration from the triplet attention mechanism in computer
vision [48] and design a directed graph fusion attention
module (Digraph Fusion Attention). This module treats the
representations learned by different attention heads as distinct
channels and captures cross-dimensional dependencies across
the number of nodes (N), feature dimensions (D), and the
number of channels (C) through three parallel branches. Fur-
thermore, it utilizes PageRank, a prior structural feature unique
to directed graphs, to guide feature aggregation along the graph
dimension, enabling effective interaction of information across
different attention heads. The framework of this module is
shown in Figure 2.

PageRank is a classic algorithm for ranking the importance
of nodes in a directed graph [49]. Its core idea is that a node
is more important if it is pointed to by other important nodes.
This importance score, PR(u), can be computed iteratively:

_1-a

PR(u) = N

+a (16)

UEZ%(U) degreeout (U)
where N;,(u) is the set of 1 hop incoming neighbors of node
u, degreeqy:(v) is the out-degree of node v, a is the damping
factor, and N is the total number of nodes in the graph. As
this value naturally reflects structural importance in a directed
graph, it is used as a prior weight to guide feature fusion.

Building upon the foundational concepts outlined above, we
now proceed to a formal exposition of the computational logic
underlying this module. For an input tensor X € RV*PXC jtg
first, second, and third dimensions correspond to N, D, and C,
respectively. To flexibly aggregate information across different
dimensions, we first introduce a permutation operation P. Let
Py, denote the permutation operation that moves the k-
th dimension of a tensor to the first dimension, and Pk,__1>1
be its inverse. Next, we define the Z-Pool operation, which
concatenates the max-pooled and average-pooled statistics of
an input tensor along its first dimension:

ZPool(Y) = [MaxPool; (Y'), AvgPool, (Y)] (17
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Fig. 2: Digraph Fusion Attention. It integrates multi-channel node features through three parallel branches that capture cross-
dimensional interactions between nodes (N), features (D), and channels (C). It incorporates PageRank-based structural priors
to guide feature aggregation over dimension N and uses permutation and pooling operations to capture interaction between
dimension N-C and N-D. The outputs of the three branches are averaged to produce enhanced node representations.

where [-, -] denotes the concatenation operation. By first apply-
ing a permutation to the input tensor and then applying Z-Pool,
we can achieve information compression along any arbitrary
dimension. Similarly, we define graph Z-Pool (GPool) to
aggregate node features within each graph of a batch:

GPool(Y, batch) = [GMaxPool(Y, batch),

18
GAvgPool(Y, batch)] (18)

where GMaxPool and GAvgPool are graph-level max and
average pooling operations, respectively, performed by default
on the first dimension.

Based on the above definitions, the core computation of this
module can be summarized by the following equations, which
consist of three parallel attention branches and a final fusing
step:

X'c =Po1(X),X'p = Ppo1(X)

Wxp = o(Convld(ZPool(X'¢)))
Wye = o(Convld(ZPool(X'p)))
w,, = Soft max (Linear(p))
Wpe = Broadcast(o(Conv2d(GPool(X & w,, batch))))
1, _
3 (Poli(X'c @ Wap)+
PD_Ll(X/D ® WNC) +X® Wpc)

Xout =

19)
where o is the Sigmoid activation function and ® represents
element-wise multiplication (with broadcasting support).

In the N-D and N-C interaction branches, to capture
dependencies between different dimensions, we first perform
a permutation. For instance, to capture the interaction between
the N and D dimensions, we permute the channel dimension
C to the first position, apply the Z-Pool operation to compress
information along this dimension, and then generate the atten-

tion weights Wy p through a 1D convolutional layer. These
weights are applied to the permuted tensor X, and finally,
the inverse permutation operation is used to restore its original
dimensional order. The N-C interaction process is analogous,
with the target for permutation and compression being the
feature dimension D.

In the D-C interaction branch, we first compute the struc-
tural importance weights w,, using the nodes’ PageRank values
p. Subsequently, the GPool operation is employed to aggregate
graph-level statistics, which uses the batch index to ensure that
no information is leaked between different graphs within the
batch. The resulting graph-level features are passed through a
2D convolutional layer and a graph-level broadcast operation
to generate the attention weights Wp, which are then applied
to each node.

Finally, the outputs from the three branches are fused via
an averaging operation to obtain the final enhanced node
features X,,;. Our DirGraphSSM model employs a multi-
head attention mechanism, so the number of channels C in
the feature fusing module corresponds to the number of atten-
tion heads. This module further strengthens the information
interaction between different attention heads with minimal
computational overhead, thereby effectively improving the
model’s representation capability.

F. Bidirectional Scan

To comprehensively capture the dependencies in directed
graphs, we introduce an optional bidirectional scan mecha-
nism. This mechanism is designed to simultaneously model
the information flow originating from both predecessor nodes
(forward direction) and successor nodes (reverse direction). It
draws inspiration from the concepts of Bidirectional LSTMs
[50] and Directed Graph Neural Networks (DirGNN) [10].
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In terms of implementation, we first construct the reverse
graph G,., by inverting the direction of all edges in the
original graph G. Subsequently, the model independently
applies the Digraph SSM Scan module to both the original
graph G and the reverse graph G..,. Structural features such
as the causal sequence, positional encodings, and PageRank
are also computed independently for the reverse graph. Finally,
the node representations obtained from the forward and reverse
scans are fused (e.g., through concatenation and projection) to
yield a more complete node representation.

The bidirectional scan mechanism can significantly expand
the model’s effective receptive field. When stacking multiple
layers, this mechanism enables the construction of information
pathways between nodes that are unreachable via unidirec-
tional paths. For instance, if nodes vy and v, share a common
predecessor u, information can be passed from v; to u via a
reverse scan in one layer, and subsequently from u to v, via a
forward scan in the next layer. This pattern allows the model
to capture more complex topological dependencies, thereby
effectively enhancing its overall representational power in
certain scenarios.

G. Computational Complexity Analysis

This section analyzes the computational complexity of the
DirGraphSSM model. The analysis is divided into 2 main
parts: a one-time preprocessing step for the entire dataset and
the forward propagation process for each batch of graphs.
We use the following notation: n = |V| is the number of
nodes, m = |E| is the number of edges, d is the hidden state
dimension of the attention module, K is the maximum number
of hops, L = K +1 is the maximum sequence length, py, is the
average size of the k-hop predecessor set for a node, D is the
internal state dimension of the SSM, and C' is the number of
multi-head attention heads. For simplicity, we set the hidden
dimensions of various linear projection layers and the initial
node feature dimension to d, without affecting the asymptotic
complexity analysis.

1) Preprocessing Complexity: The preprocessing stage is
performed once on the entire dataset before training begins,
and its cost can be amortized. It primarily includes:

o DepthPlus Positional Encoding: This process first uses
Tarjan’s algorithm [47] to find all strongly connected
components (SCCs) in the graph, which has a time
complexity of O(n + m). Next, a condensation graph
is constructed, and a topological sort is performed on it,
which also takes O(n + m) time. Therefore, the total
complexity of DepthPlus is O(n + m).

« PageRank Computation: The standard PageRank al-
gorithm is computed iteratively. For a fixed number of
iterations I (typically a small constant), its complexity is
O(I - (n +m)), which simplifies to O(n + m).

In summary, the computational complexity of the entire one-
time preprocessing stage is dominated by graph traversal
algorithms, resulting in a complexity of O(n + m).

2) Forward Propagation Complexity: Forward propagation
constitutes the main computational cost during both training
and inference, and it consists of the following 4 parts:

e« SSM Kernel Precomputation: Before forward propa-
gation begins, the SSM convolution kernel needs to be
precomputed. The complexity of this process depends on
the maximum sequence length L = k + 1, the internal
SSM state dimension D, and the model hidden dimension
d. We adopt the parameterization method of the structured
state space model S4D [20], enabling this process to be
efficiently completed with a complexity of O(L - D - d).
This computational cost is independent of the graph size
(n and m), so its overhead becomes negligible when
processing large-scale graphs.

o Structural Encoding (DirGatedGCN): We use DirGat-
edGCN to generate local structural encodings for the
nodes. For a single DirGatedGCN layer, its computational
complexity is primarily determined by message aggre-
gation over all edges and feature transformation for all
nodes, resulting in a total complexity of O(m - d? + n -
d?) = O((n + m)d?).

o Digraph SSM Scan: Its computational complexity de-
pends on the total number of k-hop predecessor connec-
tions for all nodes, denoted as |Ex| = Y, oy, [NV (v)] =
n - pi. For each message from a predecessor node u to
a central node v, the computational cost mainly comes
from the calculation of multi-head attention scores and
the SSM transformation, with the former having a com-
plexity of O(d?) and the latter O(d). Therefore, the total
complexity of the DiGraphSSM module is O(|Ey|-d?) =
O(n - py, - d?). For sparse directed graphs where the K-
hop neighborhood is much smaller than the total number
of nodes (i.e., px < n), the algorithm exhibits linear
complexity, leading to strong scalability and significant
efficiency advantages.

o Digraph Fusion Attention: This module operates on
a tensor of size n X d x C. The complexity of its
internal pooling, lightweight convolution, and element-
wise operations is linear with respect to the number of
nodes n. Thus, the total complexity of this module is
O(n-d-C).

In summary, the total complexity of the model’s forward
propagation is approximately O((n + m)d? + n - py - d?).
By cleverly transforming the SSM scanning process into a
message-passing paradigm, our model successfully links the
computational complexity to the size of the k-hop directed
neighborhood pj, rather than the square of the total number
of nodes n. This avoids the O(n?) computational bottleneck
inherent in the global graph attention mechanism used in
standard graph Transformers, making DirGraphSSM highly
efficient and scalable when processing large-scale sparse di-
rected graphs.
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TABLE I: Dataset statistic.

Statistic ogbg-code2  MalNet-Tiny NA EDA-HLS  self-citation
Num Graphs 452,741 5,000 19,020 18,570 1,000
Avg Nodes per Graph 125.2 1,410.3 8 94.7 59.1
Min Nodes per Graph 11 5 8 4 30
Max Nodes per Graph 36,123 5,000 8 474 296
Avg Edges per Graph 124 2,859.9 11.5 122.12 123.3
Total Nodes 56,683,173 7,051,500 152,160 1,758,579 59,100
Avg pso per Node 4.89 8.71 3.5 259 2.15
Total poo 277,180,717 61,871,976 532,560 45,547,196 127,065

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we systematically evaluate the performance
of DirGraphSSM in terms of both accuracy and efficiency
through a series of experiments. Firstly, we introduce the
experimental setup. Then, we report the performance results of
DirGraphSSM on both DAG and directed cyclic graph datasets
compared to several representative baseline models, and fur-
ther conduct a comparative analysis of the computational
efficiency across different models. Finally, we investigate
the intrinsic characteristics and effectiveness of the proposed
method via parameter sensitivity analysis and ablation studies.

A. Experimental Setup

1) Datasets: Table 1 summarizes the statistics of the
datasets used in our experiments. Among them, ogbg-code2,
NA, and self-citation are directed acyclic graph (DAG)
datasets, while MalNet-Tiny and EDA-HLS are directed cyclic
graph datasets.

DAG Datasets:

o oghg-code2 [51]: This dataset consists of Abstract Syntax
Trees (ASTs) parsed from Python functions, with node
features representing syntactic tokens. The graph-level
classification task aims to predict the first five tokens of
the function name.

o NA [4]: Contains neural network architectures generated
by the ENAS framework, represented as directed acyclic
graphs with a relatively small scale. Node features in-
dicate the types of neural network components (e.g.,
convolutional layers, pooling layers), and the graph-level
regression task aims to predict the performance of the
architecture on the CIFAR-10 dataset.

« self-citation [6]: Each directed acyclic graph represents
the self-citation network of a scholar. Node features
include the publication year and the total number of
citations (excluding the paper to be classified). The
node-level classification task determines whether a paper
belongs to the highly-cited category, serving as a proxy
metric for academic influence.

Directed Cyclic Graph Datasets:

o MalNet-Tiny [52]: Contains 5,000 call graphs of ma-
licious and benign software, covering 5 different cate-
gories. The graph-level classification task is to determine
the category of each call graph.

o EDA-HLS [53]: Contains 18,750 intermediate represen-
tation (IR) graphs of C/C++ code processed through

front-end compilation [54]. The dataset labels represent
performance metrics after implementation on FPGA de-
vices, obtained through synthesis using the Vitis HLS tool
[55] combined with the Vivado [56] implementation. The
research task is to predict resource usage, specifically the
utilization of Look-Up Tables (LUTs) and Digital Signal
Processors (DSPs).

2) Baselines: We selected several representative baseline
methods for comparison, which are broadly categorized into
the following five groups.

e Undirected GNNs: GCN [25], GAT [57], GIN [58]

¢ Directed GNNs: DiGCN [26], DirGNN [10], and Magnet
[12] designed for general directed graphs; DAGNN [9]
designed for DAGs

e Undirected graph Transformers: Graph Transformer
(GT) [59], SAT [45] which employs a hybrid architecture
of GNN and Transformer, GraphGPS [18] and Exphormer
[19] that adopt sparse attention mechanisms

o Directed graph Transformers: SAT+MaglLapPe [17]
utilizing magnetic Laplacian positional encoding for gen-
eral directed graphs; DAG-specific Transformers includ-
ing PACE [39], DAG+Transformer [6], and DAG+SAT
(6]

o Graph Mamba Models: Graph-Mamba [23] which se-
quentializes the entire graph into a node sequence; GMN
[24] that incorporates subgraphs during the sequentializa-
tion process

3) Implementation details: For baseline models, if the orig-
inal papers have already reported experimental results on our
selected datasets, we directly cite the results from those papers;
otherwise, we perform hyperparameter tuning on the chosen
datasets based on their officially recommended parameter
settings and code implementations. For the DirGraphSSM
model, we define the following hyperparameter search space:

e Model Architecture: Number of DirGraphSSM layers
L € {1,2,3}, hidden dimension d € {32,64,128},
number of attention heads h € {2,4,8}, number of
DirGatedGCN layers for structural encoding Lsg €
{1,2}, hidden dimension of the SSM convolution ker-
nel dgn € {4,8,16}, and the range of discrete time
step lengths used for initializing the SSM convolution
kernel parameters: dtp, € {5 x 107%,1073,5 x 1073},
dtmax € {5 x 1072,107 1,5 x 1071}

o Optimizer: AdamW [60] is used, with learning rate Ir
€ {107%,5 x 107%,1073,5 x 1073}, and weight decay
A e {10765 x 107°,1074};
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« Regularization: Dropout rate p € {0.1,0.3,0.5}.

All experiments were conducted on a Linux server
(I1xIntel® Xeon® Gold 6240 CPU @ 2.60GHz, 1xNVIDIA
A100 80GB PClIe, 263GB RAM).

For the ogbg-code2 and MalNet-Tiny datasets, we con-
ducted systematic parameter analysis experiments on the max-
imum sequence length K used for SSM scanning, as detailed
in Section V-F. For the EDA-HLS, Self-citation, and NA
datasets, the value of K was set heuristically based on their
data statistics I. K = 20 for EDA-HLS, K = 5 for Self-
citation, and K = 7 for NA. On datasets of directed cyclic
graphs, we replaced the DAG positional encoding in both
DAG+Transformer and DAG+SAT with DepthPlus positional
encoding, thereby eliminating the models’ dependency on
acyclicity.

It is important to note that for the ogbg-code2 dataset, we
computed the DepthPlus positional encoding using the original
abstract syntax tree (AST) rather than the augmented graph
structure generated in the official preprocessing step [6]. This
is because the default graph augmentation process in this
dataset introduces sequential connections between leaf nodes,
causing the depth values of leaf nodes to be significantly larger
than those of non-leaf nodes, thereby disrupting the inherent
hierarchical relationships of the AST.

B. Comparison on DAG Datasets

TABLE II: Code graph classification results and avg training
time on ogbg-code2. The top three models in terms of accuracy
are highlighted with bold, underline and italic respectively.

Model Test F1 (%) T Valid F1 (%) T  Time (epoch)
GCN 151 +£0.2 14.0 £ 0.2 249s
GAT 157 £ 0.2 144 +£0.2 265s
GIN 149 £ 0.2 13.7 £ 0.2 349s
DiGCN 16.7 £ 0.2 15.6 £ 0.2 474s
DirGNN 16.6 + 0.2 155 +0.2 432s
Magnet 169 £ 0.2 15.7+0.2 465s
DAGNN 17.5 £ 0.5 16.1 £ 0.4 6018s
PACE 17.8 £ 0.2 16.3 £ 0.3 4365s
SAT 19.4 £ 0.3 177 £ 0.2 4408s
SAT+maglap - - ooT
GraphGPS 18.9 £ 0.2 174 £ 0.2 3474s
Exphormer 199 £ 0.2 182 £ 0.1 2123s
DAG+Transformer 18.8 £ 0.2 17.4 £ 0.1 626s
DAG+SAT 20.2 £ 0.2 18.5 £ 0.1 871s
GMN 20.6+0.20 18.9+0.13 1958s
Graph-Mamba 20.3+0.23 18.6+0.16 1836s
DirGraphSSM 20.5+0.23 18.7£0.15 959s

Many real-world problems can be modeled as directed
acyclic graphs (DAGs). Due to the acyclic nature, DAGs ex-
hibit a clear hierarchical partitioning (i.e., partial order) among
all nodes connected by directed reachable paths, resulting
in typical long-range causal dependencies that significantly
impact downstream tasks.

We conducted 10 experiments with different random seeds
on selected DAG datasets and recorded the mean and stan-
dard deviation of each evaluation metric. Detailed results are
shown in Table II, Table III, and Table IV . Overall, the

TABLE III: Predictive performance of latent representations
over NA.

Model RMSE | Pearson’s r T

GCN 0.482 £ 0.003  0.871 £+ 0.001

GAT 0.404 £ 0.003  0.894 + 0.001

GIN 0.378 £ 0.003  0.905 + 0.001
DiGCN 0.269 £ 0.002  0.962 + 0.001
DirGNN 0.273 £ 0.003  0.961 £ 0.001
Magnet 0.270 £ 0.002  0.961 £ 0.001
DAGNN 0.264 £ 0.004  0.964 + 0.001
PACE 0.254 £ 0.002  0.964 + 0.001
GT(GraphTransformer)  0.275 £ 0.003  0.961 + 0.001
SAT 0.298 £ 0.003  0.952 + 0.001
SAT+maglap 0.269 + 0.003  0.962 + 0.001
GraphGPS 0.306 £ 0.004  0.950 + 0.001
Exphormer 0.283 £ 0.003  0.953 + 0.001
DAG+Transformer 0.253 £ 0.002  0.966 + 0.001
DAG+SAT 0.262 + 0.004  0.964 + 0.001
GMN 0.251 £ 0.003  0.967 + 0.001
Graph-Mamba 0.254 + 0.002 0.965+ 0.001
DirGraphSSM 0.249 £ 0.002  0.969 + 0.001

TABLE IV: Node classification results for the self-citation
dataset.

Model AP (%) T ROC-AUC (%) 1
GCN 58.8 £ 0.4 799 £ 0.2
GAT 553 +3.7 779 £ 1.4
GIN 577 +18 79.7£0.2
DiGCN 62.6 £ 0.9 80.3 + 0.8
DirGNN 62.3 £ 0.7 80.1 £ 0.8
Magnet 625+ 1.1 80.4 £ 0.8
DAGNN 61.2 £ 0.6 81.0+0.3
SAT 59.8 £ 1.7 79.8 £ 0.7
SAT+maglap 62.7 £ 2.5 81.8 £ 0.6
GraphGPS 61.6 2.6 81.3 £ 0.6
Exphormer 624 +22 81.5+0.5
DAG+Transformer  63.8 + 0.8 822+ 0.5
DAG+SAT 627 £ 1.5 80.6 £ 0.7
GMN 654 + 1.3 82.7+£0.6
Graph-Mamba 64.7 + 1.1 82.5 + 04
DirGraphSSM 659 + 1.6 82.8 + 0.7

results from various baseline models indicate that directed
GNNs outperform undirected GNNs, and the best directed
graph Transformer also surpasses the best undirected graph
Transformer, highlighting the necessity of explicitly modeling
edge directionality in directed graph learning. Meanwhile,
graph Mamba models outperform the best graph Transformer,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the state space model
(SSM) approach.

From the perspective of DirGraphSSM, on small-scale
datasets including NA and selfCitation, our proposed
DirGraphSSM achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) accuracy. On
the very large-scale dataset ogbg-code?2, it attains the second-
highest accuracy while requiring only 49% of the training time
per epoch compared to the current SOTA method GMN, thus
achieving a favorable balance between accuracy and efficiency.
From the architectural design perspective of DirGraphSSM,
we further compare and analyze its overall experimental
performance against various baselines:

o Compared with directed GNNs, our model captures long-
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range causal dependencies and node hierarchy through
DirEgo2Token and DepthPlus positional encoding, lead-
ing to higher accuracy;

e Compared with graph Transformers, our model re-
stricts the receptive field of message passing via Di-
rEgo2Token’s unidirectional neighborhood expansion, re-
ducing interference from irrelevant noise. Moreover, by
effectively integrating the SSM mechanism with the at-
tention mechanism, it achieves superior modeling of node
feature and topological structure, significantly surpassing
the best graph Transformer in both accuracy and effi-
ciency;

o Compared with sequence scanning—based graph mamba
models, our model achieves fully parallel processing
via a message passing—based SSM scanning mechanism.
Combined with lightweight structural encoding, posi-
tional encoding, and Digraph Fusion Attention modules,
It achieves higher efficiency while maintaining accuracy.

C. Comparison on Directed Cyclic Graph Datasets

TABLE V: statistic of Directed Cyclic Graph Datasets.

cycle statistic MalNet-Tiny HLS
Num Graphs 5,000 18,570
Avg Nodes per Graph 1,410.30 95
Avg Cycle Nodes per Graph 4.69 10.45
Avg Cycle Nums per Graph 1.33 0.85
Avg Cycle Size 3.53 12.35

TABLE VI: graph classification accuracy and avg training time
for the MalNet-Tiny dataset. The top three models in terms
of accuracy are highlighted with bold, underline and ifalic
respectively.

Model Accuracy (%) T  Time (epoch)
GCN 81.00+0.01 12s
GAT 85.09+0.25 13s
GIN 88.98+0.55 16s
DiGCN 90.81+0.17 22s
DirGNN 90.73+0.15 20s
Magnet 90.95+0.25 23s
DAGNN - -
PACE - -
SAT 92.56+0.31 206s
SAT-+maglap - OooT
GraphGPS 92.64+0.78 163s
Exphormer 94.02+0.20 102s
DAG-+Transformer-plus 94.04+0.19 35s
DAG+SAT-plus 94.07+0.20 48s
GMN 94.15+0.20 91s
Graph-Mamba 94.06+0.18 86s
DirGraphSSM 94.09+0.23 61s

In real-world directed graphs, cycles (where cycles refer to
strongly connected components with more than one node) are
often present. Nodes within these cycles cannot be strictly
ordered in a hierarchical manner, yet the acyclic parts of
the graph may still exhibit significant hierarchical structure
and causal dependencies. According to the statistical results

TABLE VII: graph regression results for the EDA-HLS
dataset.
Model MSE-DSP | MSE-LUT |
GCN 2.903+£0.083  2.305+0.079
GAT 2.865+0.085  2.293+0.089
GIN 2.813+0.091 2.287+0.084
DiGCN 2.717£0.094  2.124+0.078
DirGNN 2.526+0.147  2.017+0.096
Magnet 2.637+0.091 2.084+0.098
DAGNN - -
PACE - -
SAT 2.63120.106  2.119+0.127
SAT+maglap 2.453+£0.115  2.139+0.101
GraphGPS 2.615£0.106  2.136+0.124
Exphormer 2.517£0.099  2.009+0.115
DAG+Transformer-plus ~ 2.369+0.075 1.946+0.091
DAG+SAT-plus 2.327+0.079 1.894+0.095
GMN 2.267+0.126  1.795+0.115
Graph-Mamba 2.302+0.118  1.837+0.104
DirGraphSSM 2.203+0.124  1.702+0.107

in Table V, although directed graphs in the MalNet-Tiny
and EDA-HLS datasets contain cycles, the average number
of nodes within these cycles is much smaller than the total
number of nodes in the graph, indicating that most nodes
are not part of any cycle. Therefore, these directed graphs
still have a clear hierarchy structure, making them relatively
similar to Directed Acyclic Graphs (DAGs). Learning long-
range causal dependencies remains an important task in such
directed cyclic graphs that have hierarchical structures.

We conducted 10 independent experiments with different
random seeds on the above directed cyclic graph datasets and
recorded the mean and standard deviation of each evaluation
metric. The detailed results are shown in Table VI and Ta-
ble VII. Experimental results demonstrate that our proposed
DirGraphSSM model achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) perfor-
mance on the medium-scale EDA-HLS dataset. On the large-
scale MalNet-Tiny dataset, it also achieves the second-best
performance, while the average training time per epoch is only
66% that of the current SOTA method, GMN, thus striking a
good balance between accuracy and efficiency.

Overall, the trends observed for various baseline models and
our proposed DirGraphSSM on these directed cyclic graph
datasets are largely consistent with the conclusions drawn on
DAG datasets. In particular, the DepthPlus method adopted
by DirGraphSSM uses Tarjan’s algorithm [47] to recover
the hierarchical structure in directed cyclic graphs, over-
coming the acyclicity constraints of existing directed GNNs
designed for DAGs. Leveraging this hierarchical information,
DirGraphSSM achieves excellent accuracy performance.

D. Comparison on efficiency

Our DirGraphSSM model employs a parallel message-
passing mechanism, enabling an efficient SSM scanning pro-
cess and avoiding additional padding operations, thereby
demonstrating significant computational efficiency advantages.
This is further validated by the training time statistics on
the very large-scale dataset ogbg-code2 and the large-scale
dataset MalNet-Tiny. As shown in Table II and Table VI ,
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TABLE VIII: Ablation Results.

. ogbg-code2  MalNet-Tiny NA Self-citation EDA-HLS

Ablation module

Test F1 % Accuracy % RMSE | Pearson’s r 1 AP 1 ROC-AUC T MSE-DSP |  MSE-LUT |
DirGraphSSM 20.5£0.23 94.09£0.23  0.249+£0.002  0.969+£0.001  65.9+1.6 82.8+0.7 2.203+£0.124  1.702+0.107
(-) DepthPlus-PE 20.1£0.21 93.794£0.25  0.260£0.002  0.961+0.001  64.9+1.4 82.5+0.5 2.2534£0.118  1.786£0.104
(-) DirGatedGCN-SE 19.940.19 93.3740.19 0.25140.001 0.967+0.001 65.24+1.2 82.6+£0.8 2.276+0.126  1.753£0.109
(-) DigraphFusionAttention ~ 20.3+0.17 93.98+0.21  0.256£0.002  0.964+0.001  65.4+1.7 82.4+04 2.225+40.127  1.731+£0.113
(-) SSM Scan Kernel 19.4£0.18 93.02+0.18  0.264+£0.002  0.960+0.001  64.6+1.5 82.240.6 2.31440.122  1.868+0.105

DirGraphSSM not only outperforms mainstream graph Trans-
former models in training speed but is also significantly faster
than existing Graph Mamba models. Visual comparisons of
training times are provided in Fig. 4 and Fig. 3.

The specific comparison results are as follows:

o Compared with Graph Mamba-style models:

— On the ogbg-code2 dataset, DirGraphSSM’s average
training time per epoch is only 0.49x that of GMN
and 0.52x that of Graph-Mamba.

— On the MalNet-Tiny dataset, DirGraphSSM’s aver-
age training time per epoch is 0.67x that of GMN
and 0.71x that of Graph-Mamba.

o Compared with graph Transformer models :

— On the ogbg-code2 dataset, DirGraphSSM’s average
training time per epoch is 0.28x that of GraphGPS,
0.45x that of Exphormer, and 0.21x that of SAT.

— On the MalNet-Tiny dataset, DirGraphSSM’s av-
erage training time per epoch is 0.37x that of
GraphGPS, 0.6x that of Exphormer, and 0.29x that
of SAT.

Compared to DAGFormer models (e.g., DAG+Transformer
and DAG+SAT) [6], which utilize message passing and reach-
ability attention mechanisms, DirGraphSSM requires process-
ing with an SSM convolutional kernel during the message-
passing phase, resulting in slightly slower training speed.
However, thanks to the superior long-range dependency mod-
eling capability of the SSM kernel, DirGraphSSM achieves
higher accuracy with relatively low computational overhead,
significantly outperforming DAGFormer-style models in per-
formance.

Furthermore, the SAT model based on magnetic Laplacian
positional encodings encountered Out-of-Time (OOT) issues
on the two large-scale datasets mentioned above. This is
due to the high computational complexity of such positional
encodings, which rely on matrix factorization and eigenvector
basis transformation, leading to severe scalability bottlenecks
on large graph datasets. This observation also highlights the
importance of adopting lightweight positional encoding strate-
gies for large-scale graph data.

E. ablation study

To validate the effectiveness of the four core components
(DepthPlus-PE, DirGatedGCN-SE, Digraph Fusion Attention,
and SSM Scan Kernel) in our proposed DirGraphSSM , we
conducted a series of ablation studies across all datasets. The
experimental results are shown in Table VIII.

Overall, removing any of the core modules leads to a de-
cline in model performance. This phenomenon is consistently
observed across different datasets, indicating that the proposed
lightweight positional encoding, structural encoding, SSM
scanning mechanism, and Digraph Fusion Attention module
are all beneficial for directed graph learning. In particular,
the most pronounced performance drop occurs when the SSM
Scan Kernel is removed, demonstrating that incorporating
the SSM scanning mechanism effectively captures long-range
causal dependencies in directed graphs, thereby significantly
improving model performance.

F. Parameter Study on SSM Seq Length

To investigate the impact of the SSM sequence length on
model performance and efficiency, we conducted an empirical
study on the maximum SSM sequence length K using the
ogbg-code2 and MalNet-Tiny datasets. The corresponding
results are shown in Table IX and Table X.

First, we examine the influence of the maximum SSM
sequence length K on the number of message passing steps.
Traditional GNNs typically limit message passing to 2 or 3
hops, resulting in a limited receptive field. Therefore, using
an infinite number of hops (K = oco) may seem impractical.
However, in real-world directed graphs, if we only consider
nodes along unidirectionally reachable paths, the number of
nodes within the receptive field when K = oo is significantly
reduced and is often much smaller than the total number
of nodes N in the graph. As can be seen from Table I,
in the ogbg-code2, MalNet-Tiny, and self-citation datasets,
the average number of predecessors per node (p,) is much
smaller than the average number of nodes in the graph, making
the number of message passing steps approximately linear with
respect to the number of nodes. On the NA dataset, p is about
1/2 of the total number of nodes, while on the EDA-HLS
dataset it is about 1/4, leading to a relatively higher number
of message passing steps. Fortunately, both of these datasets
have small graph sizes and a limited number of graphs, so
the overall Total, _ is significantly smaller than that of large-
scale datasets such as ogbg-code2 and MalNet-Tiny. Thus, the
computational complexity remains within an acceptable range.

Furthermore, we analyze the effect of different maximum
SSM sequence lengths /K on model training time and perfor-
mance. Experimental results (see Table IX and Table X) show
that as K increases, the model achieves a slight but consistent
improvement in accuracy by incorporating longer-range causal
information, while the training time increases marginally. This
phenomenon indicates the necessity of learning long-range
causal relationships in directed graphs and also suggests that
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TABLE IX: Parameter Study of ssm seq len k£ on ogbg-code?2.

k  Avg pr Time (epoch) Test F1(%)
1 0.99 780.9s 15.56+0.96
2 1.96 824.6s 19.46+0.11
3 2.85 864.7s 19.63+0.12
4 3.58 897.9s 20.04+0.17
5 4.15 923.4s 20.36+0.06
6 4.51 939.6s 20.37+0.14
7 4.70 948.4s 20.38+0.13
8 4.80 952.9s 20.4+0.11
9 4.85 958.7s 20.51+0.23

106 Parameter Study on ssm seq length on ogbg-code2

BN DirGraphSSM
s GMN
mmm GraphGPS
. SAT

DAGNN

Avg Training Time (Epoch)/ s (Log Scale)

5 6 7 8 9
k value for max ssm seq length

Fig. 3: Average training time per epoch for various ssm seq
length K over ogbg-code2, log scale.

the value of K can be adjusted to balance efficiency and
accuracy (see Figure 4 and Figure 3).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we first propose DirGraphSSM, a novel
graph state space model designed for large-scale sparse di-
rected graph learning. Through two innovative components,
namely DirEgo2Token and Digraph SSM Scan. Digraph
SSM Scan module efficiently performs SSM scanning on large
sparse directed graphs using a message-passing mechanism,
thereby effectively capturing long-range causal dependencies.
To overcome the performance degradation caused by the time
invariance of traditional SSM convolutional kernels while
maintaining computational efficiency, we innovatively intro-
duce a multi-head attention mechanism into SSM scanning
process, achieving an effect similar to the selective scanning
in Mamba models without compromising parallelism. To fur-
ther enhance the model’s awareness of directed graph topol-
ogy, we design DepthPlus positional encoding, DirGatedGCN
structural encoding, and a Digraph Fusion Attention mod-
ule, which strengthen the model’s representational capacity
from three dimensions: global, local, and multi-head attention
spaces. Experiments on multiple datasets demonstrate that
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TABLE X: Parameter Study of ssm seq len & on MalNet-
Tiny.

k  Avg pr  Time (epoch) Test F1(%)
1 1.88 42.2s 90.59+0.16
2 3.63 46.9s 91.42+0.13
3 5.17 51.0s 92.35+0.14
4 6.32 54.1s 92.9+0.14
5 7.15 56.4s 93.64+0.18
6 7.72 57.9s 93.83+0.2
7 8.09 58.9s 93.97+0.22
8 8.33 59.6s 94.03+£0.21
9 8.62 60.8s 94.09+0.23

240 Parameter Study on ssm seq length on malnet-tiny

BN DirGraphSSM

m GMN

mmm Exphormer

= GraphGPS
SAT

200

Avg Training Time (Epoch)/ s (Linear Scale)

5 6 7 8 9
k value for max ssm seq length

Fig. 4: Average training time per epoch for various ssm seq
length K over MalNet-Tiny, linear scale.

DirGraphSSM outperforms representative directed GNNs and
graph transformers, and achieves a better efficiency-accuracy
trade-off compared to state-of-the-art graph state space models
(e.g.,GMN and Graph Mamba).

Although DirGraphSSM can efficiently process large
batches of sparse directed graphs, it suffers from significant
performance degradation when handling dense directed graphs
due to the sequentialization of K-hop directed neighborhoods
in DirEgo2Token. Moreover, how to choose the maximum
sequence length K for the SSM to balance efficiency and
accuracy remains an open question. Therefore, critical future
work includes designing new strategies (e.g., neighborhood
sampling strategies) to address the limitations on dense di-
rected graphs and developing more effective methods for
selecting the maximum sequence length K in SSMs.
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