arXiv:2608.09031v2 [cs.LG] 28 Sep 2026

HOPPER: Learnable Hop Extraction for Linearized Graph
Sequence Models

Isuru Herath * Arin Gopakumar * Sharan Sahu *
Carnegie Mellon University UC Berkeley Cornell University
iherath@andrew.cmu.edu aringopakumar@berkeley.edu ss4329Q@cornell.edu

Abstract

Graph neural networks typically propagate information through repeated
message-passing layers, coupling the distance over which information trav-
els with the number of nonlinear transformations applied. This coupling can
make deep architectures difficult to optimize and can lead to over-smoothing,
over-squashing, and the loss of long-range information. Linearized Graph Se-
quence Models (LGSMs) (Mathys et al., 2026b) address this issue by separating
information propagation depth from processing depth and treating the succes-
sive propagation states of each node as a sequence. However, existing LGSMs
construct these sequences using fixed graph operators, limiting their ability to
adapt propagation to the input graph, node features, and downstream task. We
introduce HOPPER, an end-to-end learnable extension of LGSM that learns
how hop sequences should be extracted before they are processed by a modern
state-space model. Our framework supports feature-conditioned, structure-aware,
graph and hop-adaptive propagation mechanisms while preserving permutation
equivariance, with standard adjacency-based and non-backtracking LGSM se-
quences arising as special cases of our extractor family. We show that HOPPER
is state-of-the-art or competitive across the ECHO-Synth benchmark (Miglior
et al., 2026a) and performs strongly on the City-Networks dataset (Liang et al.,
2026). On the LRIM physics-based long-range dependency benchmark (Mathys
et al., 2026a), we find that varying the maximum neighborhood size of message-
backtracking cancellation, corresponding to the structural memory window, can
substantially affect performance. Ablation studies further isolate the contribu-
tions of the learnable extraction mechanism and its structural and feature-adaptive
components, demonstrating that adaptive hop-sequence construction is important
beyond the downstream sequence model alone. Together, these results show
that learnable sequence extraction provides a flexible and effective approach to
long-range graph representation learning across synthetic, physics-based, and
real-world graph benchmarks.

1 Introduction

Message-passing neural networks (MPNNSs) are a standard architecture for graph learning (Gilmer
etal., 2017; Kipf & Welling, 2017). By repeatedly aggregating local neighborhoods, they expand their
receptive fields, but long-range propagation requires many layers, coupling two distinct computational
dimensions: information depth, how far information travels through the graph, and processing depth,
how many nonlinear transformations are applied. As depth increases, fixed-dimensional represen-
tations must compress increasingly large neighborhoods, leading to over-squashing, representation
collapse, and optimization difficulties (Alon & Yahav, 2021; Di Giovanni et al., 2024; Topping
et al., 2022), particularly for long-range graph tasks (Dwivedi et al., 2022). Meanwhile, modern
sequence models, including Transformers (Vaswani et al., 2017) and selective state-space models
such as Mamba and Mamba?2 (Dao & Gu, 2024; Gu & Dao, 2024), efficiently model long-range
dependencies. Applying them directly to graphs is challenging because graphs lack a canonical
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node ordering, requiring existing graph sequence models to introduce an additional serialization
step through node prioritization, neighborhood tokenization, random walks, or learned permutations
(Behrouz & Hashemi, 2024; Wang et al., 2024).

Linearized Graph Sequence Models (LGSMs) provide an alternative approach to applying sequence
models to graphs (Mathys et al., 2026b). Rather than treating the nodes of a graph as a sequence,
LGSM treats the successive propagation messages from each node as a sequence over information
depth. A state-space model then processes this sequence independently for each node, explicitly
decoupling propagation depth from nonlinear processing depth. However, existing LGSMs construct
these sequences using topology-dependent operators, such as normalized adjacency propagation or
non-backtracking recurrences, with propagation rules that remain unchanged across graphs, features,
tasks, and information depths. This can be limiting as the neighborhood range and propagation scale
needed for effective learning often vary across problems (Abu-El-Haija et al., 2019; Chien et al.,
2021; Xu et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2021), potentially yielding sequences that discard useful structure
before the downstream state-space model can exploit it.

We introduce HOPPER, an end-to-end learnable extension of LGSM that adaptively extracts hop
sequences using feature-conditioned attention, graph and hop-dependent combinations of structural
operators, and finite structural memory (Abu-El-Haija et al., 2019; Chien et al., 2021; Ha et al.,
2017; Vaswani et al., 2017). The resulting sequence is processed by Mamba2-based SSM blocks
(Dao & Gu, 2024), preserving permutation equivariance without graph serialization. The structural
recurrence recovers non-backtracking propagation as a special case, while an augmented operator
family also recovers normalized-adjacency and stable Chebyshev propagation. HOPPER achieves
the best performance on eccentricity and single-source shortest-path prediction in ECHO-SYNTH,
remains competitive on diameter and across City-Networks, and achieves its lowest LRIM-16 test
error among the evaluated memory settings with M/ = 8.

Related work. Long-range graph learning has been approached by increasing message-passing
depth, modifying graph connectivity to improve information flow, using graph transformers, and
applying multi-hop graph filters (Karhadkar et al., 2023; Klicpera et al., 2019; Kreuzer et al., 2021;
Rampasek et al., 2022; Rong et al., 2020; Shirzad et al., 2023; Ying et al., 2021; Zhao & Akoglu,
2020). Recent graph state-space models construct sequences through neighborhood tokenization,
random walks, node prioritization, or learned permutations (Behrouz & Hashemi, 2024; Kim et al.,
2024; Tonshoff et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024). HOPPER instead builds on LGSM and combines
adaptive graph filtering, feature-conditioned propagation, hypernetworks, and permutation-invariant
graph summarization (Ha et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2019; Velickovi¢ et al., 2018; Zaheer et al., 2017).
We survey the broader literature on long-range graph learning in Appendix A.

2 Background
2.1 Notation

Let G = (V, &) be an undirected graph with n = |V| nodes and m = |€| edges, and let deg(v) denote
the degree of v € V. We write A € R™*" for the adjacency matrix, where A, = 1 iff (u,v) € &,
and D € R™*™ for the diagonal degree matrix, with D,,, = deg(v). The symmetrically and random-
walk normalized adjacency matrices are Agy, = D™Y/2AD~'/2 and A,,, = D' A, respectively.
Let X € R™*Fin be the input node-feature matrix, with hidden representation H = XWj,, € R"*9,
For sequence length L, a hop sequence is S = (S(© ..., S(E=1), where () € R"*? represents
node states at information depth £. We use [A||B] for feature-wise concatenation and vec(A) for
row-wise vectorization. Unless otherwise specified, attention softmax is applied across all keys for
each query, LayerNorm is applied over the feature dimension, and MLP denotes a standard learnable
multilayer perceptron.

2.2 Graph Neural Networks

Message-passing neural networks (MPNNs) (Gilmer et al., 2017) learn node representations through
repeated local neighborhood aggregation. Starting from H(®) = H, a message-passing layer updates
the representation of node v as

B+ = (0,00 ({b s ue N(@)})), )
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where ¢(*) is a permutation-invariant neighborhood aggregator and 1(*) is a learnable nonlinear
transformation. For common architectures such as GCNs (Kipf & Welling, 2017), this update takes
the matrix form

HH) — o ( AsymH(t)W(t)) 7 ©)

where W) ¢ R?*4 is learnable and o is a point-wise nonlinearity. Each message-passing layer
simultaneously propagates information one hop farther through the graph and applies another nonlin-
ear transformation. Consequently, incorporating information from nodes at graph distance r requires
at least  message-passing layers, tightly coupling information depth to processing depth. Increasing
the receptive field therefore also increases the number of sequential transformations, which can make
deep GNNss difficult to optimize and can exacerbate phenomena such as over-smoothing and the
attenuation of long-range information.

2.3 Linearized Graph Sequence Models

Linearized Graph Sequence Models (LGSMs) (Mathys et al., 2026b) decouple information prop-
agation from nonlinear processing. Rather than mixing neighborhood aggregation and nonlinear
transformations as in message-passing GNNs, LGSMs first construct, for each node, a sequence
of representations at increasing information depths. Given H € R"*, a fixed graph propagator
produces

S =pP,(A,DH, (=0,...,L—1, (3)
where Py(A,D) € R™*" determines how information is propagated to depth ¢. For example,
adjacency-power propagation uses S() = AfymH so that S() aggregates information from nodes

within ¢ hops. The resulting states form S € RnxL x4 with the sequence associated with node v
given by s, = (SSJO), ey sE,Lil)), where sq(f) € R denotes the representation of node v at hop /.

A shared sequence model ® : RE*4 — REX g then applied independently to each node sequence.
Thus, the sequence length L controls how far information propagates through the graph, while the
depth and capacity of ® control how that information is processed. However, existing LGSMs use
fixed propagation rules across graphs and information depths, preventing the extracted sequences
from adapting to graph structure, node features, or hop-specific propagation needs.

3 Methodology
3.1 Learnable Hop Extraction

Linearized Graph Sequence Models (LGSMs) construct the hop sequence using a fixed propagation
rule. For example, adjacency-based and non-backtracking LGSMs correspond to Pyq; = {Afy]m 2::—01
and Py, = {B®}/-, respectively, where B®) = I, B = A, B® = A% - D, and BY =

ABU-D (D - I)B(£*2) for £ > 3. Here, I € R™*"™ denotes the identity matrix.
HOPPER retains the separation between graph propagation and sequence processing, but replaces the

fixed LGSM extractor with a learnable, permutation-equivariant hop extractor. Given node features
X € R"*din_ we define

H=XW,,,
sy = SEQy(H,A, D), = (s{”,...,s{F"V) e REX eV,
7, = B (s,) e REXY eV,

y =p(Z),

where S = (s,)pey € R X4 and Z = (z,),ey € R"*1*4, Here, SEQ, constructs a length-L
hop sequence for each node, ®, : RE*4 — RE*4 is a stack of Ny sequence-processing blocks, and
p is a task-specific readout. Since ®,, is applied independently to each node sequence, it processes
information across hop depth without requiring an ordering of the graph nodes. The learnable
extractor SEQ) is built from four components: a linear structural recurrence, a permutation-invariant
graph summary, graph-dependent and hop-dependent propagation coefficients, and a feature-attention
correction applied to the extracted states.
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Permutation-invariant structural graph summary. To condition propagation on the input graph
without depending on node ordering or graph size, we construct a fixed-dimensional summary of its
node features and local structure. We first define Hy,, = A H and Hyi, = [H | Hpyp,,] € R?%24,
Let Qs € RE*4 contain K learnable seed queries, and define Ky = Hy, W5, and V = Hy, W5,

where W3, W3, € R24xd_The seed queries attend over the node representations according to

K

H,,; = softmax <Q g > V, € RE*4, 4
Vd

where the softmax is applied over the node dimension. We then define hg,ap, = vec(Hut) €

Permuting the nodes permutes the rows of K and Vj identically, leaving H, and hence hg;apn

unchanged. The dimension Kd is independent of the number of nodes.

RKd,
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Figure 1: Standard LGSMs extract hop sequences using a fixed propagation rule shared across
graphs and depths. HOPPER instead learns a graph and hop-adaptive sequence extractor through a
permutation-invariant graph summary, hop-conditioned coefficients, a finite-memory linear structural
recurrence, and an output-only feature-attention correction.

Hop-conditioned coefficient generation. A learned step embedding e is concatenated with
hgraph, and an MLP emits 3M + 1 scalars:

[, aP a8 = MLP([hgrapn || ex]) € R¥M1, (5)

Conditioning on the graph summary allows the propagation rule to vary across graphs, while the hop
embedding allows it to vary with information depth.

Linear structural-state recurrence. The linear structural state is updated using a window of the
previous M states:

M
U0 =3 (aP1A + ol D + o1 Ut U® — |, U —0.  (6)
j=1

Conditioned on the generated coefficients, each U® is linear in H and can be expressed as a
polynomial in A, D, and I applied to H. We keep normalization, nonlinear activations, and attention
outside the recurrence so that this polynomial structure is preserved and the fixed LGSM extractors
can be recovered as special cases. Using the unnormalized operators A and D enables recovery of
these fixed propagation rules, but repeated application can amplify state magnitudes as node degrees
and hop depth increase. We discuss the resulting numerical stability considerations and an alternative
normalized propagation operator in Appendix B.
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Feature-attention correction. At each hop k, we compute an attention-based correction from the
initial node representations H. Let Qj, = HWg€ ) and K, = HW%), and define

QK (k) (k) (k)
F;, = softmax 7 , SY% = LayerNorm (U + G FU ) @)

The attention term modifies only the extracted state S(*) and does not enter the structural recurrence
in Eq. 6. This allows the extracted sequence to incorporate feature-dependent interactions while
preserving the polynomial structure of U*).

4 Theoretical Analysis

In this section, we establish that HOPPER is permutation equivariant, admits graph-adaptive polyno-
mial representations with finite-hop locality, recovers standard LGSM propagators as special cases,
and can improve long-range sensitivity while preserving spectral information across information
depth. All proofs are deferred to Appendix C.

The first result shows that conditioning the sequence extractor on the input graph preserves permuta-
tion equivariance.

Theorem 4.1 (Permutation equivariance of the sequence extractor). Let P € R"*"™ be any permuta-
tion matrix, and define A’ = PAP', D' = PDP', and H' = PH. Suppose the feature-attention
maps are permutation equivariant, so that Qj, = PQy, and K = PKj, and that LayerNorm is

applied independently to each node with shared parameters. Then, for every k > 0, U'®) = PUK)
and 8'%) = PS*). Consequently,

SEQ,(PH,PAP",PDP") = PSEQ,(H, A, D),
where P acts on the node dimension of the hop sequence.

Theorem 4.1 shows that relabeling the nodes leaves the graph summary and hypernetwork-generated
propagation coefficients unchanged, while the structural recurrence and feature-attention correction
transform equivariantly. Thus, the extracted sequence is relabeled consistently with the input graph.
Combined with the shared nodewise sequence processor and a permutation-invariant readout, this
also yields permutation-invariant graph-level predictions.

We next characterize the polynomial structure and finite-hop support of the structural recurrence.
Theorem 4.2 (Adaptive polynomial structure and finite-hop structural support). Fix a graph G =
(V, €) and node representations H, and let {aff)7 a(Dk), a(,’“)}fgf denote the coefficients generated

by the hypernetwork. Define r®—=rr® = 0 fori <0, and, for k > 1,

M
r® = 3" (0P []A + o D + o 1) P9,

j=1

Then UK = I‘(k)Hfor every k > 0. Conditional on the generated coefficients, '™ is a noncom-
mutative polynomial in A and D of degree at most k. Moreover, if dg(u,v) > k, then [['")],,, = 0.

Consequently,
U= 3% [W,H,
vidg (u,v)<k

Thus, for fixed hypernetwork coefficients, the structural operator T'® s linear in H and has support
within the k-hop neighborhood. Since the coefficients depend on the global graph summary hgyaph,

this support property does not imply that the end-to-end map H — U®) is k-local.

Theorem 4.2 shows that, for fixed hypernetwork coefficients, each structural state is a finite-hop graph
polynomial. The coefficients can still depend on global graph information, and the feature-attention
correction can introduce additional global dependence in the full extractor.

We next relate the structural recurrence to fixed propagation rules used by existing LGSMs. For this
analysis, we consider an augmented recurrence with an additional graph shift G, while the original
HOPPER recurrence is recovered by setting the corresponding coefficients to zero.
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Theorem 4.3 (Recovery of fixed LGSM extractors and stable Chebyshev propagation). Suppose
M > 2 and consider the recurrence

M
U =3 (agme +aP1A + oD + ot [j]I) Uk, U® =H, UD =0fori<0.
j=1

Then the following propagation schemes are recovered as special cases.

(i) Normalized adjacency propagation. Setting a(Gk ) [1] = 1 for every k > 1 and all remaining

coefficients to zero gives U%) = GFH. Taking G = Agym recovers the adjacency based LGSM
sequence Paq;.

(ii) Non-backtracking propagation. Setting ai‘l)[l] =1, 04542)[1] =1, and ag)[Q] = —1, and for
every k > 3 setting osz)[l] =1, ag) [2] = -1, and a(lk) [2] = 1, with all remaining coefficients
equal to zero, gives U®) = BFH, where {B(k)}kzo is the non-backtracking family defined in
Section 3.

(iii) Chebyshev propagation. Suppose additionally that G is symmetric and o(G) C [—1, 1]. Setting
ag) [1] = 1, and for every k > 2 setting ag) [1] =2 and a(lk) [2] = —1, with all remaining coef-
ficients equal to zero, gives UK*) = T.(G)H, where T}, is the degree-k Chebyshev polynomial

of the first kind. Moreover, | Tj,(G) |2 < 1, and hence |[U® ||z < |H||r for every k > 0. In
particular, one may take G = Agyp,.

Theorem 4.3 shows that non-backtracking propagation is contained in the original structural
recurrence, while the augmented operator family additionally recovers normalized-adjacency
and Chebyshev propagation. Taking G = Ay, is convenient for the analysis below. Since
A, = D7Y2A,,,D'/2, the two operators are similar, and under the change of coordinates
Uk = D12yt propagation by A, is equivalent to propagation by Agyr,. This lets us analyze
long-range sensitivity and spectral behavior using a symmetric operator with spectrum in [—1, 1].

To compare long-range propagation fairly, we restrict attention to polynomial filters satisfying a
common spectral stability constraint.

Definition 1 (Uniformly stable polynomial propagators). For r > 1, define

P = {p €R[z] : deg(p) <rand sup |p(z)| < 1}~
xe[—l,l]

If G is symmetric with 0(G) C [—1, 1], then every p € P, satisfies ||p(G)||2 < 1. The following
result characterizes the largest possible sensitivity between nodes at graph distance r under this
common stability constraint.

Theorem 4.4 (Optimal stable long-range sensitivity). Let G € R"*" be symmetric with c(G) C
[—1,1), and suppose G, = 0 whenever u # v and (u,v) ¢ E. For nodes u,v € V satisfying
dg(u,v) =r >1,

9[p(G)H]., 1
————— | =2""[G"]uwl- ®)
s = H, |, jlem
The optimum is attained by the Chebyshev polynomial p = T,.. In comparison,
J|G"H],,
————| =[G ]uwl-
|25 =61

Thus, whenever [G" )., # 0, Chebyshev propagation improves first-arrival sensitivity by a factor of
27=1 while remaining non-expansive.

At graph distance r, every polynomial term of degree less than r has zero (u,v) entry, so first-arrival
sensitivity depends only on the leading coefficient. Among polynomials in P,., the Chebyshev
polynomial has the largest possible leading coefficient, 2”1, and therefore attains the optimum
without increasing the spectral norm. For regular graphs, this improvement has a particularly simple
form.
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Corollary 4.1 (Long-range sensitivity on regular graphs). Let G be a q-regular graph and let
G = Agym = ¢ A Ifdg(u,v) = r and N, (u,v) denotes the number of shortest paths of length r
from v to u, then

Ha[Ar H].,

sym

OH,

_ogr—1 N,.(u, U) )

' ©)
9 q

_ Ny(u,v) O[T, (Asym)H],
2 B qg oH,

In particular, when ¢ = 2 and N,.(u,v) = 1, power propagation has sensitivity 2~ while Chebyshev
propagation has sensitivity 1/2 for every r.

Since Chebyshev propagation is realizable by the recurrence in Theorem 4.3, these results show
that the learned extractor can achieve the strongest possible first-arrival sensitivity among uniformly
stable degree-r polynomial propagators. The regular graph case further shows that the improvement
over repeated adjacency propagation can be exponential in graph distance which can subsequently
reduce long-range information attenuation associated with over-squashing.

We finally consider how much nonstationary spectral information remains available across a long hop
sequence. Repeated normalized adjacency propagation suppresses eigendirections with eigenvalues
of magnitude strictly smaller than one, while an LGSM provides every intermediate state to the down-
stream sequence model. This motivates measuring spectral information averaged over information
depth.

Theorem 4.5 (Preservation of spectral information across information depth). Let Ay, = QAQT,
and let I1 denote the orthogonal projector onto the eigenspace associated with eigenvalue 1. Assume
every remaining eigenvalue satisfies | \;| < 1, and define H, = (I, —II)H and p = maxy, 21 |\;| <
1. For adjacency power propagation VO = AL _H, for every L > 1,

sym

2L
Z @, - IVOZ < 2= m, |2,
L L(1 = p?)

For the Chebyshev sequence UY) = Ty(Agym)H, for every L > 1,

1

2L\/1 — p2

Theorem 4.5 gives a finite-depth separation between adjacency-power and Chebyshev propagation.
The average nonstationary spectral energy under adjacency powers decreases at rate O(1/L), while
for the Chebyshev sequence it remains within O(1/L) of 1|/H_ ||%. Thus, Chebyshev propagation
preserves nonstationary spectral information across the hop sequence even at finite information
depths.

Z (T, — I U3 — *IIHLHF < I HLL 1%

This result also connects directly to over-smoothing through the Dirichlet energy (Arroyo et al.,
2026; Rusch et al., 2023). For H € R"*¢, define £(H) = Tr(H™ AH), where A is the normalized
graph Laplacian (Chung, 1997). For an unweighted graph, £(H) measures the variation between
normalized representations of neighboring nodes and approaches zero as these representations become
increasingly similar. Theorem 4.5 implies that £ (A SymH) — 0, whereas the average Dirichlet energy

of the Chebyshev sequence converges to 55 (H). Thus, when £(H) > 0, Chebyshev propagation
preserves nonstationary spectral variation across information depth that vanishes under repeated
adjacency propagation (see Appendix C for more details).

5 Experimental Evaluation

We evaluate HOPPER on ECHO-SYNTH (Miglior et al., 2026b) and CITY-NETWORKS (Liang et al.,
2026). ECHO-SYNTH contains three long-range graph prediction tasks: graph diameter (DIAM),
node eccentricity (ECC), and single-source shortest path (SSSP). CITY-NETWORKS contains road
networks from Paris, Shanghai, Los Angeles, and London and evaluates node classification using
eccentricity-based accessibility labels.

We compare HOPPER with message-passing GNNs, multi-hop and dynamics-inspired methods,
graph transformers, and LGSM (Mathys et al., 2026b), our closest sequence-based baseline on
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ECHO-SYNTH. For CITY-NETWORKS, we replace dense feature attention with WildCat (Schroder
& Mackey, 2026) to avoid quadratic computation and memory on graphs with hundreds of thousands
of nodes. We follow the evaluation protocol of each benchmark. Additional dataset statistics, model
and optimization settings, and details of the architectural and LRIM-16 ablations are provided in
Appendix B.

Table 1: Performance on the ECHO-SYNTH long-range graph prediction tasks. We report test MSE
and MAE for diameter (D1AM), eccentricity (ECC), and single-source shortest-path (SSSP) prediction.
Results are reported as mean + standard deviation over three seeds.

MODEL DiAM Ecc Sssp
MSE | MAE | MSE | MAE | MSE | MAE |
A-DGN 4.8184+0.108 1.15140.038 35.967 +0.492 4.981+0.037 4.425+0.879 1.176 +£0.140
DRew 3.756 £0.170  1.243 £0.047 32.247 +0.148 4.651£0.020 6.589+0.015 1.27940.011
GCN 22.872+2.766 3.8324+0.262 39.7064+0.460 5.2334+0.034 9.7434+0.757 2.102 4 0.094
GCNIIL 9.696 +0.568 2.00540.093 39.9114+0.518 5.2414+0.030 10.3694+3.575 2.128 4+0.429
GIN 7.238+1.153 1.630+0.161 34.454+1.201 4.869+0.092 11.868+2.689 2.23440.271
GPS 10.454+0.610 2.160 £0.098 33.346 +£0.226 4.758 £0.021 1.255+0.113 0.47240.050
GRIT 3.877+0.2905 1.0144+0.046 38.667+1.903 5.0914+0.158 0.1474+0.083 0.12140.013
GraphCON 16.427 +1.419 2.969 +0.189 43.505+0.017 5.47440.001 52.104+0.016 5.7344+0.011
PH-DGN 6.699 +£2.728 1.627+£0.398 37.510+1.416 5.068+0.126 4.656+3.013 1.32340.485
SWAN 4.9504+0.265 1.12140.070 34.208 +0.578 4.8404+0.045 2.9054+1.556 0.896 +0.232
LGSM 3.089 +0.389 0.859 + 0.044 13.549+0.539 2.430+£0.070 0.040+0.008 0.076 £ 0.009

HOPPER (ours) 3.200+0.528 0.973+0.040 6.571 + 2.656 1.820 + 0386 0.021 + 0.008 0.035 =+ 0.002

Table 2: Performance on node classification tasks from CITY-NETWORKS. We report test accuracy
(%) for Paris, Shanghai, Los Angeles, and London. Results are reported as mean + standard deviation
over five seeds.

MODEL PARIS SHANGHAI LOS ANGELES LoNDON

Accuracy T Accuracy T Accuracy T Accuracy T

MLP 25.5+04 284=£0.6 24.1+£0.5 27.9+£0.1
ChebNet 54.1£0.2 66.5+0.1 61.44+0.4 54.7+0.2
GCN 53.2+£03 62.1+0.2 58.3+0.3 50.1 £ 0.7
GraphSAGE 54.6£0.2 68.3%0.5 61.4+0.3 55.4+0.2
GAT 51.1+£0.3 68.0%£0.5 59.5+0.3 52.0+0.3
GCNII 51.3+0.2 61.5+04 56.0 £ 0.3 48.2+0.3
DropEdge 482+£0.2 60.8+0.4 55.5+£0.3 45.0£0.3
GraphGPS 52.1£0.6 63.0+0.5 59.8+£ 0.5 OOM

Exphormer 55.1+0.8 70.2+04 63.8+0.6 49.5+04
SGFormer 52.0+0.8 64.1£0.3 60.1 £0.7 48.3£0.3

HOPPER (ours) 54.8+0.6 69.4+£0.5 61.1+0.3 55.5 £0.2

Tables 1 and 2 summarize the main results. HOPPER achieves the best performance on ECC and
SSSP and remains competitive with LGSM on DIAM. On CITY-NETWORKS, HOPPER remains
competitive across all four cities and achieves the best result on London. These results show that
HOPPER remains competitive on large real-world graphs in addition to its gains on the ECHO-
SYNTH tasks.

We next study the main architectural components of HOPPER. Figure 2 ablates neighborhood
information, the adaptive hypernetwork, and the feature-attention correction on ECHO-SYNTH
eccentricity, a node-level prediction task. Removing each component degrades performance, with
the largest decrease occurring when the hypernetwork is replaced by fixed Chebyshev propagation.
Figure 3 varies the structural memory window on LRIM-16, where performance improves over the
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evaluated settings and is best at M = 8. Additional ablation details are provided in Appendix B,
including ablation performance on the graph-level diameter prediction task (Figure 4).
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Figure 2: ECHO-SYNTH eccentricity ablations. Bars show mean test error over three seeds, with
error bars indicating +1 sample standard deviation. An asterisk denotes p < 0.05 from a two-sided
paired t-test against the full HOPPER model.

~3.35 -
—3.40 w —
i
L —
WV —3.45 -
o R
— ( ]
S —3.50
—3.55 - L

2 4 8 16
Window size M

Figure 3: LRIM-16 test performance across structural memory windows M € {2,4,8,16}. Points
show mean log,,(MSE) over three seeds, with error bars indicating +1 sample standard deviation.
Lower is better.

Overall, our experimental results show that HOPPER benefits from adaptive hop extraction and
structural memory across both synthetic long-range tasks and large real-world graphs.

6 Conclusion

We introduced HOPPER, a learnable extension of LGSM that adapts hop sequence extraction to the
input graph and information depth before state-space processing. HOPPER preserves permutation
equivariance and finite-hop locality, recovers standard LGSM propagators as special cases, and sup-
ports stable polynomial propagation with improved long-range sensitivity and spectral preservation.
On ECHO-SYNTH, HOPPER achieves the best performance on eccentricity and single-source
shortest-path prediction while remaining competitive on diameter. On CITY-NETWORKS, it remains
competitive on large real-world road networks using WildCat attention and achieves the best perfor-
mance on London. Together, these results show that learning how graph information is propagated
across hop depth provides a flexible alternative to fixed LGSM extractors. Future work includes
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extending HOPPER to additional real-world domains, including molecular graphs. Code is available
at https://anonymous.4open.science/r/HOPPER-0593/.
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A Related Work

Learning long-range dependencies on graphs. Although MPNNs effectively model local structure,
they often struggle with long-range dependencies because of over-smoothing, over-squashing, and
vanishing gradients (Alon & Yahav, 2021; Di Giovanni et al., 2024; Li et al., 2018; Oono & Suzuki,
2020; Topping et al., 2022). These limitations affect standard architectures such as GCN, GraphSAGE,
and GIN on tasks requiring global context (Dwivedi et al., 2022; Hamilton et al., 2017; Kipf & Welling,
2017; Xu et al., 2019). Proposed remedies include deeper residual architectures and normalization
methods (Chen et al., 2020; Rong et al., 2020; Zhao & Akoglu, 2020), graph rewiring and diffusion
(Gutteridge et al., 2023; Karhadkar et al., 2023; Klicpera et al., 2019), and Graph Transformers such
as SAN, Graphormer, GPS, and Exphormer (Kreuzer et al., 2021; Rampasek et al., 2022; Shirzad
et al., 2023; Ying et al., 2021). These methods improve communication between distant nodes through
modified connectivity, global attention, or more stable deep computation.

Multi-hop and adaptive graph propagation. A related line of work represents graph information
across several neighborhood scales. APPNP separates feature transformation from personalized
PageRank propagation (Gasteiger et al., 2019), while Jumping Knowledge Networks combine
representations from different message-passing depths (Xu et al., 2018). MixHop and SIGN explicitly
construct features from multiple powers or diffusions of the graph operator (Abu-El-Haija et al.,
2019; Frasca et al., 2020), and DAGNN adaptively combines representations obtained at different
propagation depths (Liu et al., 2020). GPR-GNN and BernNet learn flexible graph filters through
generalized PageRank and Bernstein polynomial parameterizations (Chien et al., 2021; He et al.,
2021), while adaptive diffusion methods learn task-dependent propagation behavior (Zhao et al.,
2021). Feature-conditioned methods such as GAT and GNN-FiLM further adapt local message
passing to node representations (Brockschmidt, 2020; Veli¢kovic et al., 2018). Collectively, these
works show that the useful propagation operator and neighborhood range are strongly dependent on
the data and task.

State-space and sequence models for graphs. Structured state-space models such as S4, LRU,
Mamba, and Mamba?2 provide efficient alternatives to attention for long-range sequence modeling
(Dao & Gu, 2024; Gu & Dao, 2024; Gu et al., 2021; Orvieto et al., 2023). Recent graph architectures
adapt these models by constructing sequences through neighborhood tokenization, random walks,
node prioritization, or learned permutations (Behrouz & Hashemi, 2024; Kim et al., 2024; Tonshoff
et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024). Hybrid Graph Sequence Models combine graph-specific local
encoders with global sequence processors (Behrouz et al., 2025). Other approaches incorporate
state-space computation directly into graph architectures: Graph State Space Convolution constructs
permutation-equivariant graph operators using state-space kernels and invariant aggregation (Huang
et al., 2024), while Message-Passing State-Space Models embed recurrent state-space dynamics
within message passing and analyze their long-range information flow (Ceni et al., 2025). These
works explore different choices for defining a sequence axis while retaining graph structure and
permutation symmetries.

Linearized Graph Sequence Models. Linearized Graph Sequence Models interpret the successive
propagation states of each node as a sequence over information depth (Mathys et al., 2026b). This
formulation separates information depth from nonlinear processing depth and allows modern sequence
models to process node-wise propagation trajectories without imposing an ordering over graph nodes.
LGSM considers normalized-adjacency and non-backtracking sequence extractors and studies how
their design affects sensitivity, stability, and information flow. Adjacency-based extraction is closely
connected to polynomial graph filters and diffusion-based propagation (Chien et al., 2021; Defferrard
et al., 2016; Klicpera et al., 2019), while non-backtracking extraction draws on classical operators
from spectral graph theory and community detection (Bordenave et al., 2015; Hashimoto, 1989;
Krzakala et al., 2013). Our architecture builds on the LGSM framework and draws from adaptive
graph filtering, feature-conditioned propagation, hypernetworks, and permutation-invariant graph
summarization (Ha et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2019; Velickovi¢ et al., 2018; Zaheer et al., 2017).
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B Experimental Details

Operator Paths for the Structural Recurrence. The structural recurrence in Eq. 6 uses the
unnormalized adjacency and degree matrices A and D. We refer to this as the exact path because it
preserves the polynomial structure analyzed in Theorem 4.2 and exactly recovers the non-backtracking
propagation rule described in Section 3. At large information depths, however, repeated application
of A and D can cause the structural states to grow rapidly with node degree and hop index, leading
to poor numerical conditioning. For longer sequences, we therefore replace A with the random-walk
matrix A,,, = D! A and D with I — D~!. This gives the normalized recurrence

M
UM =3 (a1 An + o 1T~ D) + ol [1) UE, 1o

j=1

with the same initial conditions as Eq. 6. These normalized operators reduce the degree-dependent
scaling of the structural recurrence and improve numerical stability at larger information depths.
The experiments in Section 5 use Eq. 10, with L = 40 for ECHO-SYNTH, L = 32 for LRIM, and
L = 17 for City-Networks.

All models use Mamba?2 (Dao & Gu, 2024) as the sequence-processing backbone. Unless otherwise
specified, we train with AdamW and gradient clipping with maximum norm 1.0. Model selection
is based on validation loss, and all reported results are evaluated over multiple random seeds using
the same training budget. All experiments are run on an array of 16 32GB NVIDIA V100 GPUs.
Dataset-specific architectures, optimization settings, hardware configurations, and evaluation metrics
are provided below.

Dataset Summaries. We evaluate HOPPER on three long-range graph benchmarks. ECHO-
SYNTH (Miglior et al., 2026b) contains three synthetic prediction tasks: graph diameter (ECHO-
DIAM), node eccentricity (ECHO-ECC), and single-source shortest path (ECHO-SSSP). LRIM-
16 (Mathys et al., 2026a) consists of 16 x 16 periodic Ising grids with varying spin configurations
and evaluates node-level energy prediction under long-range interactions. CITY-NETWORKS (Liang
et al., 2026) contains road networks from Paris, Shanghai, Los Angeles, and London, with road
junctions represented as nodes and road segments as edges. The task is node classification using
eccentricity-based accessibility labels. Tables 3 and 4 summarize the datasets and their graph statistics,
with additional CITY-NETWORKS statistics reported in Table 5.

Table 3: Datasets used in our experiments. ECHO-SYNTH contains synthetic graph prediction tasks,
LRIM-16 contains periodic Ising grids with long-range interactions, and CITY-NETWORKS contains
large-scale urban road networks.

DATASET STRUCTURE / NODE INPUT PREDICTION TARGET

ECHO- Synthetic graph families with random scalar node Graph diameter, node

SYNTH (Miglior ~ features and a source indicator for SSSP eccentricity, and SSSP distance
et al., 2026b)

LRIM-16 16 x 16 periodic Ising grid with binary spin states Node-wise energy change AE;

(hard) (Mathys
et al., 2026a)

CITY- City road networks with road junctions as nodes and ~ Node accessibility class derived
NETWORKS (Liang road segments as edges from eccentricity
et al., 2026)
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Table 4: Basic graph statistics for ECHO-SYNTH (Miglior et al., 2026b), LRIM-16 (Mathys et al.,
2026a), and CITY-NETWORKS (Liang et al., 2026). ECHO-SYNTH values are reported as mean &
standard deviation.

DATASET # Graphs Nodes Edges Avg. Degree Diameter
ECHO-SYNTH 10,080 83.69 + 66.24 211.63 £ 209.39 2.53 +£1.19 28.50 £+ 6.92
line 1,680 75.60 + 27.32 90.10 + 33.89 2.37+0.10 28.50 £+ 6.92
ladder 1,680 56.52 + 13.82 82.54 4+ 20.72 2.92 +£0.02 28.50 £+ 6.92
grid 1,680 193.10 £ 93.10 288.32 4 145.29 2.95+0.12 28.50 £+ 6.92
tree 1,680 60.42 +17.17 59.42 +17.17 1.96 + 0.01 28.50 £ 6.92
caterpillar 1,680 34.71 £ 7.96 33.71 £ 7.96 1.94 + 0.02 28.50 £ 6.92
lobster 1,680 81.79 + 25.46 80.79 + 25.46 1.97 + 0.01 28.50 £+ 6.92
LRIM-16 (hard) 10,000 256 512 4.00 16
CITY-NETWORKS 4
Paris 1 114k 183k 3.2 121
Shanghai 1 184k 263k 2.9 123
Los Angeles 1 241k 343k 2.8 171
London 1 569k 759k 2.7 404

Table 5: Additional structural statistics for the four graphs in CITY-NETWORKS (Liang et al., 2026).

CIity Degree SD Max Degree Clustering Transitivity Homophily
Paris 0.8 15 0.03 0.03 0.70
Shanghai 1.0 8 0.04 0.04 0.75
Los Angeles 1.0 9 0.04 0.05 0.75
London 1.0 10 0.04 0.05 0.76

ECHO-SYNTH Training Setup.

We evaluate on the ECHO-SYNTH diameter (DIAM), eccentricity (ECC), and single-source shortest-
path (SssP) tasks (Miglior et al., 2026b). We use the benchmark data splits and task-specific target
scaling provided by ECHO. DIAM is a graph-level regression task, while ECC and SSSP are node-
level regression tasks. Models are selected using validation loss and evaluated using test MSE and
MAE.

All models use sequence length L = 40, hidden dimension d = 64, 4 Mamba2 processing blocks,
SSM state dimension 64, hypernetwork hidden dimension 128, and structural memory window
M = 2. Since L > 20, we use the normalized structural recurrence in Eq. 10. The task-specific
learning rates are summarized in Table 6.

Table 6: Training configurations for the ECHO-SYNTH tasks. Architectural settings are shared
across tasks, while the learning rate is selected separately for each task.

TASK L Blocks d dstate M  Learning Rate

DIAM 40 4 64 64 2 1x 1074
Ecc 40 4 64 64 2 1x107*
Sssp 40 4 64 64 2 3x107*

We train with AdamW using batch size 32, zero weight decay, zero dropout, no learning-rate scheduler,
and gradient clipping with maximum norm 1.0. Training runs for at most 200 epochs with early
stopping on validation loss and patience 100. The checkpoint with the lowest validation loss is used
for final validation and test evaluation. Training uses distributed data parallelism over 16 GPUs, with
batch size 32 per device.
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City-Networks Training Setup.

We evaluate on the Paris, Shanghai, Los Angeles, and London graphs from City-Networks (Liang
et al., 2026). Each city is a single large graph for node classification, and we use the provided training,
validation, and test splits. Node features are standardized using statistics from the training nodes.

All models use hidden dimension d = 128, sequence length L = 17, 4 Mamba2 processing blocks,
SSM state dimension 32, structural memory window M = 4, hypernetwork hidden dimension 256,
and 16 learned seed queries. We use an attention-based readout across the hop sequence.

Exact feature attention in Eq. 7 scales quadratically with the number of nodes, requiring O(Ln?d)
computation and O(n?) attention memory. This is prohibitively expensive for CITY-NETWORKS,
where individual graphs contain hundreds of thousands of nodes. We therefore use WildCat (Schroder
& Mackey, 2026), which approximates softmax attention using a small weighted coreset selected by
randomly pivoted Cholesky. For a coreset of size r < n, this replaces dense attention with approx-
imately O(L(nrd + nr?)) computation and O(nr) attention memory. Combined with the sparse
structural recurrence, the sequence extractor requires approximately O (LM |E|d + L(nrd + nr?))
computation. We also use bfloat16 precision, gradient checkpointing, and chunked Mamba2 process-
ing to reduce memory use.

We train with AdamW using a learning rate of 3 x 10, weight decay 103, dropout 0.4, and
gradient clipping with maximum norm 1.0. The training objective combines cross-entropy with
label smoothing 0.05 and an equally weighted ordinal EMD loss. Models are trained for at most
20,000 epochs and evaluated every 100 epochs. We reduce the learning rate by a factor of 0.5 after 5
validation evaluations without improvement, with a minimum learning rate of 1075, and stop after 30
evaluations without a validation-accuracy improvement of at least 0.03. We select the checkpoint
with the highest validation accuracy and report test accuracy.

LRIM Training Setup.

We evaluate on the hard 16 x 16 variant of LRIM (Mathys et al., 2026a) with interaction decay
o = 0.6, the strongest long-range setting in the benchmark. Each example is a periodic grid with 256
nodes, and the task is node-level energy regression on the original target scale. We use 8,000 graphs
for training, 1,000 for validation, and 1,000 for testing.

All models use sequence length L = 32, hidden dimension d = 64, 8 processing blocks, SSM state
dimension 64, and hypernetwork hidden dimension 128. We use the normalized structural recurrence
in Eq. 10 and evaluate memory windows M € {2, 4,8}, with results reported in Figure 3. The sparse
structural recurrence requires O(LM |€|d) computation, while the dense feature-attention correction
requires an additional O(Ln?d) computation and O(n?) memory for the attention matrix. Thus,
the extractor has computational complexity O(LM|E|d + Ln?d) in our implementation, with dense
attention providing the main scalability bottleneck for large graphs.

We train with AdamW using a learning rate of 3 x 10~%, batch size 32, and gradient clipping with
maximum norm 1.0. Training runs for at most 300 epochs with early stopping on validation loss
and patience 100. Each configuration is evaluated over three random seeds using the same training
setup. We compute log,,(MSE) separately for each seed and report the mean and sample standard
deviation across seeds.

Architectural Ablations.

Neighbor-pooling ablation. We remove the neighborhood representation H,,, from the graph-
summary input and construct hg,,pn using only the initial node representations H. This removes
explicit one-hop structural information from the graph summary. Performance decreases slightly
relative to the full model.

Hypernetwork ablation. We replace the coefficients generated by the hypernetwork with fixed
coefficients corresponding to Chebyshev propagation. Chebyshev propagation provides a strong
non-adaptive baseline because it preserves nonstationary spectral information across information
depth, as shown in Theorem 4.5. Removing the adaptive hypernetwork leads to a substantially larger
test error, indicating that conditioning the propagation rule on the input graph and information depth
contributes meaningfully to performance.

Gate ablation. We remove the gated attention correction ﬁkaU(k) from the extracted state and
retain only the structural recurrence. This isolates the contribution of feature-dependent interactions
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beyond the learned propagation coefficients. Removing this term produces a smaller but consistent
degradation in performance.

3.0 7
10 -

4B B I
151l

0.5 -

Test MSE
[e)]
Test MAE

0 0.0
No gate No hyper No neighbor Full model No gate No hyper No neighbor Full model

Figure 4: ECHO-SYNTH diameter task ablations. Bars show mean test error over three seeds, with
error bars indicating 1 sample standard deviation.

Comparison on LRIM-16. To compare propagation mechanisms under the same optimization budget,
we train HOPPER, GPS, LGSM with non-backtracking propagation, and the fixed-Chebyshev variant
of HOPPER using a maximum of 300 epochs and early-stopping patience of 100. The results are
summarized in Table 7.

Table 7: Comparison on LRIM-16 under the same training budget. We report test log,,(MSE),
where lower is better. Results are reported as mean =+ standard deviation across seeds.

MODEL log,o(MSEtest ) 4
HOPPER (M = 2) —3.4332 £ 0.0576
HOPPER (M = 4) —3.4388 £ 0.0283
HOPPER (M = 8) —3.4851 + 0.0564
HOPPER (M = 16) —3.4784 + 0.0704
HOPPER-Chebyshev —3.3875 £+ 0.0370
LGSM-NBT —3.1164 £ 0.0491
GPS —3.7831 £0.1125

GPS achieves the lowest test error, while the full HOPPER model outperforms both LGSM-NBT and
the fixed-Chebyshev variant across the reported memory settings. The comparison further separates
the benefit of learned propagation from gains that could be attributed only to using a stronger fixed
polynomial extractor.

C Theoretical Properties of HOPPER

We first prove that the learned graph summary is invariant to node permutations, which allows us to
establish permutation equivariance of the full sequence extractor.

Lemma C.1 (Permutation invariance of the graph summary). Let P € R™"*" be any permutation
matrix, and define A’ = PAP", D' = PDP', and H' = PH. Let hypapn(H, A, D) denote the
graph summary obtained from Hyp, = A,wH, Hg, = [H | Hyp,, the seed attention in Eq. 4, and
hgpaph = vec(Hyay). Then

hgraph(H/; Alv D/) = hgraph (H7 Aa D)

Proof of Lemma C.1. By definition, A’ = PA,,P'. Since H' = PH,
' =ALH =PA,,P"PH = PH,,,.
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Hence H,,. = [H' | H .| = PHg,, which implies K = PK; and V. = PV,. The seed queries

str nbr

Q. do not depend on the node ordering, so Q;(K.)" = Q. K/ PT.

Since row-wise softmax commutes with permutations of its columns, softmaxmw(ZPT) =
softmax,oy (Z)P . Therefore,

KIPT
Hj,, = softmax;oy (QS) PV,
Vd

K/
= softmax,ow (QS = ) PPV,
Vd
= Hlat-
Since hgpapn = vec(Hiay ), we conclude that h’graph = hgraph. O

We now use Lemma C.1 to establish permutation equivariance of the full sequence extractor.
Theorem C.1 (Permutation equivariance of the sequence extractor). Let P € R™*"™ be any permuta-
tion matrix, and define A’ = PAPT, D' = PDP, and H' = PH. Suppose the feature-attention
maps are permutation equivariant, so that Qj, = PQy, and K = PKj, and that LayerNorm is
applied independently to each node with shared parameters. Then, for every k > 0, U'(F) = PU®)
and S'*) = PS®*). Consequently,

SEQ,(PH,PAP" PDP') = PSEQ,(H, A, D),
where P acts on the node dimension of the hop sequence.

Proof of Theorem C.1. By Lemma C.1, h! hg;aph. Since the hop embedding e, is indepen-

graph =
dent of the node ordering, Eq. 5 therefore yields identical coefficients aff), a(g), agk), and (5, on

the original and relabeled graphs.

We first show U’'*) = PU) by induction on k. The claim holds at k = 0 since U'(¥) = H' =
PH = PU®©. Moreover, D’ = PDP". Assuming U’*~7) = PU®*~J) for the preceding states in
the recurrence, Eq. 6 gives
M
U® =3 (' HIPAPT + o) jIPDPT + o)1) UK

j=1
M
k)r- k)r - k)r. g
=P (aPIA + 0 (D + o (1) U
j=1

=PU®,

Next, Q, = PQj and K} = PKj imply F), = PF,P', since row-wise softmax satisfies
softmax, oy (PZP ") = P softmax,oy (Z)P . Hence U'*) 4 g, F, U'*) = P(UK) 4+ 3, F, UK.
Finally, row-wise LayerNorm commutes with node permutations, so Eq. 7 gives 8’(*) = PS(¥), The
result follows for every hop k. O

Finally, permutation equivariance of the sequence extractor implies permutation invariance of graph-
level predictions under a permutation-invariant readout.

Corollary C.1 (Permutation invariance of graph-level predictions). Suppose the downstream sequence
processor applies the same map ® : REX? — RLX jndependently to each node, and let p be a
permutation-invariant graph-level readout. Define f(X, A) = g(p(Z)) for any prediction head g.
Then, for every permutation matrix P,

f(PX, PAP") = f(X,A).

Proof. Since H = XWj,,, permuting the nodes gives H' = PH. By Theorem C.1, the extracted
sequence is permutation equivariant. Applying the same map ® independently to each node therefore
gives Z' = PZ. Since p is permutation invariant,

p(Z') = p(PZ) = p(Z),
and applying g yields f(PX,PAP ") = f(X, A). O
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As a consequence, the graph-level prediction depends only on the underlying attributed graph and not
on the arbitrary ordering of its nodes. In particular, isomorphic labeled representations of the same
graph receive identical graph-level predictions.

We next characterize the polynomial structure and locality of the learned structural recurrence.
Theorem C.2 (Adaptive polynomial structure and finite-hop structural support). Fix a graph G =
(V, €) and node representations H, and let {a(f), ag), agk)} 5:—11 denote the coefficients generated
by the hypernetwork. Define r®—rgr®= 0 fori < 0, and, for k > 1,

M
% = Z (aff) [j]A + ag@) /1D + ozgk) [j]I) k=)

j=1

Then U® =TWH for every k > 0. Conditional on the generated coefficients, '™ is a noncom-
mutative polynomial in A and D of degree at most k. Moreover, if dg(u, v) > k, then [[®)],, = 0.

Consequently,
ngk) = Z [I‘(k)]ulew
v:dg (u,v) <k
Thus, for fixed hypernetwork coefficients, the structural operator T is linear in H and has support
within the k-hop neighborhood. Since the coefficients depend on the global graph summary hgrapn,
this support property does not imply that the end-to-end map H — U¥) js k-local.

Proof of Theorem C.2. We first show that U*) = I'®H. The claim is immediate for k = 0, since

U©® = H = r'“H, and both U® and I'”) vanish for i < 0. Suppose the claim holds for all indices
smaller than k. Applying the induction hypothesis to Eq. 6 gives

M
U =37 (1A + B D + o T T

j=1

=TWH.

The same recursion shows inductively that '™ is a noncommutative polynomial in A and D. Indeed,

I'® =1 has degree zero, and multiplying any term of =7 by A or D increases its degree by at
most one. Since j > 1, every resulting term has degree at most (k — j) + 1 < k.

It remains to establish the locality claim. We proceed again by induction. For k = 0, r® =1 so

0], = 0 whenever u # v. Suppose that [['"],, = 0 whenever dg (u,v) > r for every r < k.
Since D and I are diagonal, left multiplication by either operator does not enlarge the support of

r*=9) | Left multiplication by A can enlarge its support by at most one graph hop. Hence each term
in the recursion for '™ can be nonzero at (u,v) only if dg(u,v) < (k — j) + 1 < k. Therefore
™1, = 0 whenever dg(u,v) > k.

Using U®) = I'*)H and the support property above gives ng) =>.. dg(u U)<k[1—‘(k)]uva~ For

fixed hypernetwork coefficients, r® is independent of H, so the resulting map is linear in H. In
HOPPER, however, these coefficients are generated from hgyapn, Which itself depends on H. Hence

the unconditional map H — U®*) need not be linear. O

We next show that the structural recurrence recovers standard LGSM propagators and also supports
stable Chebyshev propagation.

Theorem C.3 (Containment of fixed LGSM extractors and stable Chebyshev propagation). Suppose
M > 2 and consider the recurrence

M
U =3 (agme +aP)A + oD + ot [j]I) Uk, U® =H, UD =0fori<0.
j=1

Then the following propagation schemes are recovered as special cases.

21



HOPPER: Learnable Hop Extraction for Linearized Graph Sequence Models

(i) Normalized adjacency propagation. Setting ag“) [1] = 1 for every k > 1 and all remaining

coefficients to zero gives U¥) = GFH. Taking G = Agym recovers the adjacency based LGSM
sequence Paq;.

(ii) Non-backtracking propagation. Setting ai‘l)[l] =1, aff)[l] =1, and a(DZ) [2] = =1, and for
every k > 3 setting oz(f)[l] =1, ag) [2] = -1, and a(lk) [2] = 1, with all remaining coefficients
equal to zero, gives U®) = BF)H, where {B(k)}kzo is the non-backtracking family defined in
Section 3.

(iii) Chebyshev propagation. Suppose additionally that G is symmetric and o(G) C [—1, 1]. Setting
oz(Gl) [1] = 1, and for every k > 2 setting ag) [1] = 2 and a(lk) [2] = —1, with all remaining coef-
ficients equal to zero, gives U*) = T.(G)H, where T}, is the degree-k Chebyshev polynomial

of the first kind. Moreover, | T}.(G)||2 < 1, and hence ||[U®) || < ||H||r for every k > 0. In
particular, one may take G = Agyn,.

Proof of Theorem C.3. For part (i), the specified coefficients reduce the recurrence to U*) =
GU*-1_ Since U = H, induction gives U*) = G*H for every k > 0.

For part (ii), the stated coefficients give U) = AH and U® = AU —DU® = (A% - D)H.
For every k > 3, the recurrence becomes

Uk = AUt (D —1)U*-2),
Thus, if U*~1) = B¢~DH and U*~2) = B(*~2H, then
u® = (ABUH) ~(D- I)B(’“Q)) H=BMH.

The result follows by induction.

For part (iii), the specified coefficients give U® = H, ub = GH, and, for every k > 2,
U®) = 2GU*1 —U*=2), Since the Chebyshev polynomials satisfy Ty(z) = 1, T} (z) = x, and
Ty (x) = 22Ty _1(x) — T_2(z), induction gives U*¥) = T}, (G)H.

For stability, since G is symmetric, write G = QAQ ", where Q is orthogonal and every eigenvalue
\; € [—1,1]. By the spectral theorem, 7},(G) = QT1(A)Q'T, so

1Tk(G)ll2 = max [Tj,(Ai)| < 1.

The final inequality follows from Lemma D.1, since Ty (cosf) = cos(kf) and |cos(kf)| < 1.
Consequently, |[U® ||z = | Tk(G)H||r < ||Tx(G)||2||H|# < |[H|| . This proves the result. [

We now characterize the largest first-arrival sensitivity attainable within the stable polynomial class
Pp. If dg(u,v) = r, then all polynomial terms of degree less than = vanish in the (u, v) entry, so the
sensitivity depends only on the leading coefficient. We therefore use the following extremal property
of Chebyshev polynomials.

Lemma C.2 (Extremal leading coefficient of Chebyshev polynomials). Let p(z) = a,z" +---+ag €
P, forr > 1. Then |a,.| < 2"~1. Moreover, equality is attained by the Chebyshev polynomial T,.

Proof of Lemma C.2. By Lemma D.1, T). € P,., and the Chebyshev recurrence shows that its leading
coefficient is 2"~ 1. It remains to show that no polynomial in P, has a larger leading coefficient.

Suppose, for contradiction, that |a,.| > 2"~!. Replacing p by —p if necessary, we may assume
a, > 271, and define q(x) = (2"7!/a,)p(z). Then g and T, have the same leading coefficient,
while sup,¢(_y 17 [¢(z)| < 1. Hence h = T). — g has degree at most r — 1.

For j = 0,...,r, let x; = cos(jw/r). By Lemma D.1, T,.(z;) = (—1)7. Since |g(z;)| < 1, the
values h(z;) alternate in sign. The intermediate value theorem therefore gives at least one root
of h between each pair of consecutive points x; and x;1, so h has at least r distinct roots. This
contradicts deg(h) < r — 1. Thus |a,| < 2”71, and equality is attained by 7. O

22



HOPPER: Learnable Hop Extraction for Linearized Graph Sequence Models

Combining Lemma C.2’s extremal property with graph-distance locality yields the following main
result:

Theorem C.4 (Optimal stable long-range sensitivity). Let G € R"*" be symmetric with 0(G) C
[—1, 1], and suppose G.,,, = 0 whenever u # v and {u,v} ¢ E. Let u,v € V satisfy dg(u,v) = r >

1. Then
Ilp(G)H],
aHv

and the supremum is attained by the Chebyshev propagator p = T;..

sup
pEPr

=21 |[Gr]uv| )
2

In particular; ||0[T,.(G)H],,/OH, ||, = 2" |[G"]yy|, whereas standard power propagation satisfies
10[G™H],,/OH,, ||, = |[G"]yw|- Hence, whenever |G"],, # 0, Chebyshev propagation achieves
a factor 2"~ improvement in first-arrival sensitivity over power propagation while remaining
non-expansive, Le., ||T,-(G)||2 < 1.

Proof of Theorem C.4. Let p(x) = ayx” + --- + ag € P,. Since dg(u,v) = r and G is supported
on the edges of G, we have [G?],, = 0 for every 0 < j < r. Indeed, a nonzero contribution to

[G7].,, would imply a walk from v to u using at most j graph edges, contradicting dg (u,v) = 7.
Therefore, [p(G)]uy = ar[G" ]y

Writing Z = p(G)H gives Z,, = 1 [P(G)]uwHu, and hence

0z, )
8HU = (G)}uvld = ar[G ]uvId~

It follows that || 0Z,,/OH, |, = |a;||[G"]uw|- By Lemma C.2, |a,| < 277!, and therefore
H Olp(G)H].

<2 H[G -

oH, ||,

The Chebyshev polynomial 7;. belongs to P, and has leading coefficient 2" 1, so it attains equality.

Finally, taking p(z) = z" gives ||0[G"H],/0H, ||, = |[G"]uw|. Whenever [G"],, # 0, the ratio
between Chebyshev and power-propagation sensitivities is therefore 2" ~1. The bound ||7,.(G)|]2 < 1
follows from Lemma D.1. O

The next result applies this characterization to obtain corresponding guarantees for regular graphs.
Corollary C.2 (Long-range sensitivity on regular graphs). Let G be a q-regular graph, so that
Agym = ¢ AL Let u,v € V satisfy dg(u,v) = r, and let N,.(u,v) denote the number of shortest
paths of length r from v to u. Then

a[‘AgymH]ﬂ _ Nr(uav) a[Tr(Asym)H}u _ Nr(u7v) g "
OH, 9 g oH, 9 N 2 q)

In particular, if ¢ = 2 and N,.(u,v) = 1, then the sensitivity of power propagation is 27", whereas
the sensitivity of Chebyshev propagation is 1/2, independent of r.

Proof of Corollary C.2. Since Agym = ¢ ' A, we have [A”7, ]y = ¢ "[A"]up. The entry [A"],,

sym
counts length-r walks from v to w. Since dg(u,v) = r, every such walk is a shortest path, and
therefore [A"],, = N, (u, v). The result now follows directly from Theorem C.4. O

We now analyze how spectral information is preserved across information depth. Repeated adja-
cency propagation suppresses nonstationary spectral components, while the downstream sequence
model receives all intermediate hop states. We first establish the following property of Chebyshev
propagation.

Lemma C.3 (Finite-depth average energy of Chebyshev modes). For every A € (=1,1)and L > 1,
let § = arccos(X) € (0, ). Then

L-1 .
1 1 sin(LO) cos((L — 1)0)
il T.(N)2 = = .
L kzz;) k) 2 + 2L sinf
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Consequently,
L-1
1 1 1
— E T \)? — = < ———.
L& R TV e

Proof of Lemma C.3. Write A = cos @ for some 6 € (0,7). By Lemma D.1, Ti(\) = cos(k6).
Using cos?(z) = (1 + cos(2x))/2 gives

|
—

lZT(A)2—1+iL cos(2k0)
LMY Ty oL & '

>
Il

Since 6 € (0, 7), we have sin § # 0. Using the finite trigonometric-sum identity,

)

L—1 :
_ sin(L#) cos((L —1)0)
Z cos(2k0) = im0

and therefore

L—1 :
1 o 1 sin(L0)cos((L —1)0)
L/;T’“(A) a2t 2Lsinf '

This proves the first claim. Moreover, since | sin(L8) cos((L — 1)8)| < 1,

Py m-

Finally, sin = v/1 — A2 because A\ = cosd and 6 € (0, 7). Hence,

1 1 1
i N W) e [ qe—
LI;O k() 2| =~ 9Lv1— A2

<
2L| sin |’

O

Lemma C.3 shows that each nonstationary eigenmode retains approximately half of its squared energy
on average across a finite hop sequence, with an explicit error that decreases as 1/L. In contrast,
adjacency powers suppress the same modes geometrically with information depth. We now extend
these bounds to the full graph representation.

Theorem C.5 (Finite-depth preservation of spectral information). Let Agym = QAQT, and let T1
denote the orthogonal projector onto the eigenspace associated with eigenvalue 1. Assume every
remaining eigenvalue satisfies |\;| < 1, and define H, = (I,, — II)H and p = max,x1 || < L.
For adjacency power propagation V) = AﬁymH, forevery L > 1,

1 2L

-9
- Z [[(Ln YVO3 WHHLHzp
For the Chebyshev sequence U®) = To(Asym)H, for every L > 1,

Z (T, — U3 — *IIHLIIF <

-
o1 2

Proof of Theorem C.5. Let qy,...,q, denote the orthonormal eigenvectors of Agyy,, and write
H=5%_ 1€ qic, . Since II projects onto the eigenspace corresponding to A\; = 1, we have H | =
Don 41 qic; and ||HJ_HF =2\ 41 llci||2. For adjacency-power propagation, (I, — II)V(*) =
> Al Meq,c . Orthogonality of the eigenvectors therefore gives

1T =IOV = D (NP e 3 < p? L
A #1
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Averaging over kK = 0, ..., L — 1 and summing the geometric series yields
1 - k)2 J_HQFL . 2k 2L
EZII(In—H)V( IF < Z 7)||HJ_||F
k=0
For Chebyshev propagation, the spectral theorem gives (I,, — IIU®) = 3" a1 T (A J)aic; , and

hence ||(I,, — IHU® |2, = 2zt Te(A i)?|lc;||3. Averaging over k gives

L Y10 - mu = 3 (4 S0 el

Al

Subtracting 1|/H . [|% from both sides and using the triangle inequality yields

= 1 = 1
I Z (T, —U® |3 - §||HL||% < Z I Z Ti(Xi)* — 3 l[eill3-
k=0 Ai#L k=0
By Lemma C.3,
1
LS o4 < s
2L 1—\?
Since |\;| < p for every \; # 1, we have \/1 -\ > \/1 — p2. Therefore,
=
= (L, - mUu®|E - || LE| < Z lleill3 = || Ll
L k=0 2L\/ 1- ,\ #1 Lyl
This proves the result. O

This result also gives a finite-depth characterization of over-smoothing through the Dirichlet energy
E(H) = Tr(H" AH) where A =1, — Ay, denotes the normalized graph Laplacian.

Corollary C.3 (Finite-depth preservation of Dirichlet energy). Under the assumptions of Theorem C.5,
let V() = AfymH and U%) =T, (Asym)H. Then, for every L > 1,

L

5 V) < s S (H),
whereas
1 Lz‘l 1 1
- EUW) - ZEH)| < ——=E(H).
L= 2 2L\/1 — p?

Thus, adjacency-power propagation loses nonstationary Dirichlet energy at rate O(1/L) on average
across information depth, while the Chebyshev sequence retains approximately one half of the initial
Dirichlet energy.

Proof of Corollary C.3. Write H = Zz L aic T in the eigenbasis of Agym. Since A =1, — Agym,
wehave E(H) =37, (1 —\i)llci ||2. The proof now follows exactly as in Theorem C.5, with each

spectral component weighted by (1 — \;). For adjacency-power propagation, £(V(¥)) < p?*£(H),
so averaging over k =0,...,L — 1 gives

P2k
— E(V 75 (H).
Z L(1—p?)
For Chebyshev propagation, applying Lemma C.3 to each eigenmode and using | ;| < p gives

1 1 1
- UR) - —£H)| < ———E(H).
L,;)g( ) = gE )| < s E ()
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D Technical Lemmas

Lemma D.1 (Chebyshev trigonometric identity). Let {T} } x>0 denote the Chebyshev polynomials
of the first kind, defined by Ty(x) = 1, Th (z) = x, and Ty.(x) = 22Tj_1(x) — Ti—2(x) for k > 2.
Then, for every § € R and k > 0, Tj;(cos ) = cos(kt)). Consequently, sup,¢(_1 1) |Tk(z)| < 1 for
every k > 0.

Proof of Lemma D.1. The identity is standard for Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind. We
include the argument for completeness. The result is immediate for k = 0 and k¥ = 1. Suppose it holds
for k — 1 and k — 2. Then, using the Chebyshev recurrence and the identity 2 cos(#) cos((k — 1)6) =
cos(k@) + cos((k — 2)8), we obtain
Ti(cos8) = 2cos0Ty_1(cosf) — T_o(cos )

= 2cosf cos((k —1)0) — cos((k — 2)0)

= cos(k6).
The claim follows by induction. Finally, every = € [—1,1] can be written as = cos 6 for some
0 € [0, 7], and hence | Ty (x)| = | cos(k8)| < 1. O
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