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Abstract
Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) are widely used for graph-structured data, but their training
dynamics are not well understood. We study nonlinear feature learning in a two-layer GCN
through a minimal XOR Contextual Stochastic Block Model (XOR-CSBM), where successful
prediction requires nonlinear feature formation. By analyzing the population-gradient dynamics,
we derive a tractable difference equation for the relevant representation variables. This reveals that
feature learning proceeds through two distinct phases and ultimately yields task-relevant nonlinear
representations.

1. Introduction

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have achieved strong empirical success on graph-structured data
in applications such as molecular modeling, recommendation systems, and traffic forecasting ([5],
[15], [16]). Among them, Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) are particularly attractive due
to their simplicity and effectiveness. However, the mechanisms underlying GCN training remain
incompletely understood ([2], [8]). In particular, it remains unclear how GCNs realize nonlinear
feature learning in the presence of graph aggregation.

To study this question, we consider a minimal XOR-CSBM learning problem, where success-
ful prediction necessarily requires nonlinear feature formation from graph-structured data ([4]).
We analyze a two-layer nonlinear GCN trained by online gradient descent and derive a tractable
population-level difference equation for the relevant representation variables. This analysis shows
that the GCN learns nonlinear features through two phases of training dynamics.

Our contributions are as follows. We formulate a minimal XOR-CSBM setting for nonlinear
feature learning in a two-layer nonlinear GCN, derive a population-level difference equation char-
acterizing its training dynamics, and show that feature learning proceeds through two phases that
ultimately yield task-relevant nonlinear representations.

1.1. Related Work

Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs). GCNs, introduced by [10], are a fundamental GNN
architecture for graph-structured data. Their theoretical properties have been studied from several
perspectives. For example, [3] and [9] established generalization error bounds, while [14] analyzed
oversmoothing in CSBMs.

CSBM and XOR-CSBM. The Contextual Stochastic Block Model (CSBM) is a widely used
generative model for theoretical analysis. In this framework, [13] studied semi-supervised learning
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for GCNs. The XOR model is a minimal linearly inseparable feature model, and [6] analyzed SGD
dynamics for neural networks on XOR. The XOR-CSBM combines CSBM with XOR-type feature
distributions, making the classification task nonlinear and more challenging than in standard CSBMs.
[4] analyzed XOR-CSBM to clarify the role of graph convolutional layers.

Gradient descent for GCNs. Understanding gradient-based learning dynamics is important for
explaining the behavior of neural networks. While online gradient descent was first analyzed for
standard neural networks ([12]), later work extended such analyses to GNNs. For example, [11]
developed an NTK framework for infinite-width GNNs, [2] analyzed gradient descent for two-layer
and linear multi-layer GCNs, and [8] showed that graph structure can make GCN optimization more
intricate than that of MLPs by reducing feature noise.

1.2. Notation

We use boldface letters to denote vectors. For a vector x, ∥x∥ denotes its Euclidean norm. For an
integer n, we write [n] = {1, . . . , n}. Id denotes the d× d identity matrix. The ReLU function is
defined by ReLU(x) = max(0, x). For a vector x, ReLU(x) denotes the element-wise application
of the ReLU function. N (µ,Σ) denotes a Gaussian distribution with mean vector µ and covari-
ance matrix Σ. Ber(p) denotes a Bernoulli distribution. For a set A, Unif(A) denotes a uniform
distribution on A.

2. Setup

2.1. XOR-CSBM

We use the XOR-CSBM model to generate the data, which is a combination of an XOR-Gaussian
Mixture Model for feature generation and a Stochastic Block Model for graph structure generation.

Definition 1 (XOR-Gaussian Mixture Model, XOR-GMM) Let µ1,µ−1 ∈ Rd be two orthonormal
vectors, i.e., ∥µ1∥ = ∥µ−1∥ = 1 and µ⊤

1 µ−1 = 0. First, sample a label yi ∼ Unif({±1}). Then,
sample N independent feature vectors {xi|i ∈ [N ]} as follows:

xi ∼


1
2N (θµ1, Id) +

1
2N (−θµ1, Id), yi = 1,

1
2N (θµ−1, Id) +

1
2N (−θµ−1, Id), yi = −1

where θ > 0 controls the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In addition, we define X = [x1, · · · ,xN ]⊤ ∈
RN×d,y = (y1 · · · yN )⊤ ∈ {±1}N and write X ∼ XOR(µ1,µ−1,y, θ) if {(xi, yi)| i ∈ [N ]} is
generated by the above rules.

We use the Stochastic Block Model (SBM) [7] to generate the graph structure. SBM is a random
graph model that generates intra-cluster edges with probability α, inter-cluster edges with probability
β and no self-loops.

Definition 2 (Stochastic Block Model, SBM) Let 0 < α, β < 1 be the probabilities of the intra-
cluster and inter-cluster edges. We denote its adjacency matrix as A = (Aij)i,j=1,··· ,N , and the
entry is generated as follows:

Aii = 0, Aij ∼

{
Ber(α) if i < j, yi = yj

Ber(β) if i < j, yi ̸= yj
, Aij = Aji for i > j
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Note that the generation of the graph structure is independent of X conditionally on y. Analo-
gously to the XOR model, we write A ∼ SBM(y, α, β).

This paper focuses on the XOR-CSBM, which is the rule of generating features and the graph
structure as follows:

Definition 3 (XOR-Contextual Stochastic Block Model, XOR-CSBM) Suppose that N, d ∈ N+, 0 ≤
α, β ≤ 1, θ > 0, µ1,µ−1 ∈ Rd satisfy ∥µ1∥ = ∥µ−1∥ = 1 and µT

1 µ−1 = 0. We write (y,X,A) ∼
XOR-CSBM(µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ) when X and A are generated by (1) y ∼ Unif({±1}N ), (2) given
y, θ and µ±1, X ∼ XOR(µ1,µ−1,y, θ), (3) given y, α and β, A ∼ SBM(y, α, β).

(a) The example of the graph gener-
ated by SBM

(b) The example of features gener-
ated by XOR-GMM

Figure 1: The examples of the graph generated by SBM and features generated by XOR-GMM. Red
dots represent data with label +1, and blue dots represent data with label −1.

2.2. Two-Layer GCN

To discuss the learning dynamics of GCN, we define a GCN model as follows:

f(X,A) : RN×d ∋ X 7−→ Ãσ(XW)a ∈ RN

Ã = D−1(A+ IN ), D = IN + diag
(∑

i

A1i, · · · ,
∑
i

ANi

)
where σ is the activation function, we use the ReLU function in this paper. K is the number of
neurons, W ∈ Rd×K is the first-layer weight matrix and a ∈ RK is the second-layer weight vector.
We denote the jth column of W as wj , so W = [w1, · · · ,wK ] and wj ∈ Rd for all j ∈ [K].
We assume the second-layer weight vector a is generated by Unif({± 1√

K
}d) and fixed during the

training process. For simplicity, we sometimes omit the indices of xi, yi,wj and aj . In addition,
the sign of the i th component of f(X,A) corresponds to the prediction of the i th label. Note
that the activation function is performed before the graph convolution operation to prevent loss of
information during convolution because the features that have labels +1 and −1 are of the same
mean 0 (this is mentioned in [4]).
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2.3. Problem Settings

Our purpose is to predict labels from X,A with high accuracy. To achieve this, we update the
first-layer weight matrix W with online gradient descent. In each update step t, we generate N
features and labels as (y(t),X(t),A(t)) for the training data from the same distribution as the test
data. We define the empirical loss using the correlation loss

L(W ;y,X,A) = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

yif(X,A)i

and update W by online gradient descent. To analyze the dynamics, we use the population expecta-
tion of gradients

W (t+1) = W (t) − η Ey(t),X(t),A(t) [∇WL(W (t);y(t),X(t),A(t))]

where η is the learning rate, t is the number of steps. In addition, W is initialized as wj ∼ N (0, Id)
for all j ∈ [K].

3. Learning Dynamics of GCN

In this section, we reveal the behavior of the learning dynamics in the GCN. To this end, we calculate
the population expectation of the gradient and derive the neuron update equations.

3.1. Population Expectation of Online Gradient Descent

To discuss learning dynamics, we define three components of w.

Definition 4 For GCN defined in section 2, let µsig and µopp be defined as follows.

µsig =


µ1 a sgn(α− β) > 0, µT

1 w > 0

−µ1 a sgn(α− β) > 0, µT
1 w < 0

µ−1 a sgn(α− β) < 0, µT
−1w > 0

−µ−1 a sgn(α− β) < 0, µT
−1w < 0

, µopp =

{
µ−1 a sgn(α− β) > 0

µ1 a sgn(α− β) < 0
.

In addition, define wsig ,wopp ,w⊥ using µsig and µopp as follows:

wsig := µT
sigw, wopp := µT

oppw

wsig := wsigµsig , wopp := woppµopp , w⊥ := w −wsig −wopp .

This decomposition is introduced to denote the signal learning on the XOR model. We want
wsig to grow and wopp ,w⊥ to shrink, but we have to separate wopp from w⊥ due to the symmetry
of the XOR model. [6] utilized this decomposition to analyze the learning dynamics on the neural
network with the XOR model and we apply it to GCN with XOR-CSBM.
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Figure 2: Illustration of the two-phase dynamics of GCN training. The vectors µ3, · · · ,µd form
a basis for the orthogonal complement of the space spanned by µ±1. In Phase I only
opposite-signal component shrinks and in Phase II the orthogonal component also decays.

Theorem 5 Consider training the two-layer GCN as in section 2. In each learning step t, define
w

(t)
sig , w

(t)
opp , w

(t)
⊥ as in definition 4. The population expectations of the gradient are

w
(t+1)
sig = w

(t)
sig + ηg

(
θ

4
√
K
erf

(
θw

(t)
sig√

2∥w(t)∥

)
− γ(t)w

(t)
sig

)
w

(t+1)
opp = w

(t)
opp + ηg

(
− θ

4
√
K
erf

(
θw

(t)
opp√

2∥w(t)∥

)
− γ(t)w

(t)
opp

)
w

(t+1)
⊥ = w

(t)
⊥ − ηgγ(t)w

(t)
⊥

(1)

where γ(t) and g are

γ(t) =
−1√

8πK∥w(t)∥

(
exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
sig)

2

2∥w(t)∥2

)
− exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
opp)2

2∥w(t)∥2

))

g = sgn(α− β)

(
α− β

α+ β
+

4β

N(α+ β)2

(
1−
(
1− α+ β

2

)N))
Here, we define parameters g, γ(t). g is a constant that depends on α, β, which captures the effects of
the graph structure, and γ(t) is an effective weight decay for each learning step.

Theorem 5 reveals a two-phase learning dynamics. In the first phase, the signal direction is
separated from its opposite direction, while the orthogonal component remains nearly unchanged. In
the second phase, the remaining non-signal directions are suppressed, and the neuron aligns with the
signal direction. This separation is clearest in the small-learning-rate regime. Similar phases were
observed for MLPs ([6]); we show that they also appear in GCNs. Figure 2 illustrates this behavior.

We state in detail analysis of the learning dynamics in section A.2. In addition, we apply this
result to perfect recovery analysis and show that GCN outperforms MLP in section B.

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we analyzed the learning dynamics of online gradient descent for GCNs on XOR-
CSBM. We showed that the training dynamics exhibit two distinct phases, through which the GCN
eventually learns task-relevant nonlinear features.
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Appendix A. Supplement of Learning Dynamics of GCN

In this section, we denote a key point of derivation of Theorem 5 and in detail derivation of learning
dynamics phases stated in section 3.

A.1. Key Insight of derivation of Theorem 5

Here we mention an interesting decomposition that appears in the derivation of Theorem 5. To derive
Theorem 5, we derive and utilize results that separate the influence of the graph when calculating
gradients. In particular, we transform ∇wL as follows.

∇wL = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

 N∑
j=1

Aijyiyj∑N
k=1Ajk


︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Fi(y,A)

yiσ
′(xT

i w)axi

EX,y,A[∇wL] = −Ey

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

EA[Fi(y,A)|y] Exi [yiσ
′(xT

i w)axi

∣∣y]]

Here we used the fact that A and X are independent when given y from the definition of
XOR-CSBM. From this decomposition, the graph structure influences the learning dynamics through
the expectation of Fi(y,A).

From this decomposition, one important extension is to study more general data-generating
models in which X and A are dependent, since covariance terms between them may lead to
qualitatively different learning dynamics. This paper considers XOR-CSBM, in which X and A are
independent; extending this to systems where X and A are not independent is left as future work.
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A.2. Derivation of Learning Dynamics Phases from Theorem 5

In this section, we denote how the phases of learning dynamics mentioned in section 3 are derived
from Theorem 5.

Phase I: separation of the signal and opposite-signal directions. We initialize each neuron as
wj ∼ N (0, Id), so w

(t)
sig/∥w(t)∥ ≃ w

(t)
opp/∥w(t)∥ ≃ 1/

√
d when t is small. In this regime γ(t) ≃ 0

and thus the update rule in (1) is simplified as
w

(t+1)
sig = w

(t)
sig + ηg θ2√

8πK∥w(t)∥w
(t)
sig

w
(t+1)
opp = w

(t)
opp − ηg θ2√

8πK∥w(t)∥w
(t)
opp

w
(t+1)
⊥ = w

(t)
⊥

.

In this phase, w⊥ barely changes, so ∥w(t)∥ remains close to its initial value. The above equations
therefore show a clear asymmetry: the signal component wsig is amplified, whereas the opposite-
signal component wopp is suppressed. In particular, under the small-learning-rate condition η ≲√
K/gθ2, the update for wopp is contractive, and hence wopp decays exponentially while wsig

grows exponentially. Thus, the first phase acts as a coarse selection stage, in which the dynamics
distinguishes the correct signal direction from its opposite direction, while leaving the orthogonal
component essentially untouched.

This clean separation of phases relies on the learning rate being sufficiently small. When the
learning rate is larger, this clean separation of timescales may no longer hold, and the two phases
need not be sharply distinguishable.

This regime continues until the signal component becomes non-negligible compared with the
norm of the neuron. Indeed, from the Phase I dynamics,

w
(t)
sig

∥w(t)∥
≃ 1√

d

(
1 +

ηgθ2√
8πK

)t

,

so after O
(√

K log d
ηgθ2

)
steps, the ratio w

(t)
sig/∥w(t)∥ reaches constant order. At this point, the training

leaves the initial linearized regime and enters a second phase in which the nonlinear effect becomes
substantial.

Phase II: elimination of non-signal directions and alignment. Once w
(t)
sig becomes dominant

over w(t)
opp , we have w

(t)
opp/∥w(t)∥ ≪ 1 and w

(t)
sig ≫ w

(t)
opp , so

γ(t) ≃ 1√
8πK∥w(t)∥

(
1− exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
sig)

2

2∥w(t)∥2

))
.

Then the update rule (1) becomes

w
(t+1)
sig = w

(t)
sig + ηg 1√

8πK

(
2θ√
π
erf

(
θw

(t)
sig√

2∥w(t)∥

)
− w

(t)
sig

∥w(t)∥

(
1− exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
sig )

2

2∥w(t)∥2

)))
w

(t+1)
opp = w

(t)
opp − ηg 1√

8πK

(
θ2 + 1− exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
sig )

2

2∥w(t)∥2

))
w

(t)
opp

∥w(t)∥

w
(t+1)
⊥ = w

(t)
⊥ − ηg 1√

8πK

(
1− exp

(
−θ2(w

(t)
sig )

2

2∥w(t)∥2

))
w

(t)
⊥

∥w(t)∥

.
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The qualitative behavior now changes in an important way. While wsig continues to increase, both
wopp and the orthogonal component w⊥ are driven toward zero. In contrast to Phase I, where only
the opposite-signal direction is suppressed, the second phase also removes directions irrelevant to the
task. Moreover, when 0 < wsig/∥w∥ ≤ 1 and θ > 0, the increment w(t+1)

sig − w
(t)
sig never vanishes.

Hence wsig continues to grow and eventually diverges to +∞.
Taken together, the two phases reveal a simple mechanism of feature learning: the dynamics

first amplify the signal component against its opposite direction, and then eliminate the remaining
orthogonal noise. This directly implies the following corollary.

Corollary 6 After sufficiently many steps of online gradient descent, the signal component wsig

dominates both wopp and ∥w⊥∥ for every neuron. In other words, each neuron weight w aligns with
the signal direction.

Appendix B. Application to Perfect Recovery Analysis: Advantage of GCN

In this section, we consider perfect recovery from data generated by XOR-CSBM. First, we demon-
strate the existence of a parameter space where perfect recovery cannot be achieved by any algorithm.
Next, we show that in all other parameter spaces, GCN achieves perfect recovery, whereas MLP
(defined eliminated graph convolution layer from GCN) does not.

B.1. Additional Setup

Before discussion, we define the perfect recovery of the estimator, Two-Layer MLP and Two-Layer
GCN with weighted self loop.

Definition 7 (Perfect Recovery) For (y,X,A) an estimator ŷ(X,A) achieves perfect recovery
when

lim
N→∞

P(ŷ(X,A) = ±y) = 1 .

Definition 8 (Two-Layer MLP and Two-Layer GCN with weighted self loop)

1. We define a Two-Layer MLP as follows.

fMLP(X) : RN×d ∋ X 7−→ σ(XW )a ∈ RN

2. We define a Two-Layer GCN with weighted self loop as follows.

fGCN(X,A) : RN×d ∋ X 7−→ Ãσ(XW)a ∈ RN

where

Ã = D−1(A+ ρIN ), D = ρIN + diag

(∑
i

A1i, · · · ,
∑
i

ANi

)
.

Here ρ is the weight of the self loops.
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This definition of the MLP is derived from the GCN definition by removing the graph convolutional
layer, and we will use it to compare the MLP and the GCN. This comparison is similar to [8]. In
addition, we define the loss for MLP as follows.

LMLP(W ;y,X) = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

yif
MLP(X)i

For simplicity, we sometimes denote f by both fMLP and fGCN, and L by both LMLP and LGCN.

B.2. Impossibility of Perfect Recovery

To discuss perfect recovery of XOR-CSBM, we assume the scaling of the parameters.

Assumption 1 Consider N,K → ∞, qN = logN , α, β and θ are scaled as α = a · qN
N , β =

b · qN
N , θ2/qN = c with a, b, c = O(1).

This scaling is similar to [13], [1], [14]. If we assume this assumption, the sufficiency of the
impossibility to perfect recovery will be derived.

Theorem 9 Under assumption 1, any estimator will miss-classify when

I(a, b, c) :=
(
√
a−

√
b)2 + c

2
< 1 .

To prove Theorem 9, we consider a Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE). MLE is the best
estimator for a classification task so if MLE fails perfect recovery any estimator fails, and when
I(a, b, c) < 1 there is a y′ with high probability such that y′ ̸= y and the likelihood of y′ is larger
than that of y. This idea is similar to [13].

B.3. Advantage of GCN against MLP

We consider training the inner weights of MLP and GCN as online gradient descent as in section 2,
and additionally, we consider adding weighted self loop to the adjacency matrix after inner weight
learning. We denote the algorithms in Figure 1 and Figure 2. This weight balances the relative
importance between the features of a node and those of its neighbors when calculating its output.
This is mentioned in [10] and [13] optimized it in GCN with CSBM.

To analyze the condition of perfect recovery, we simplify the distribution of (w, a) and the degree
matrix in the GCN.

Assumption 2 After the online gradient descent learning of W , each (w, a) of the MLP be-
comes one of (wsigµ1,

1√
K
), (−wsigµ1,

1√
K
), (wsigµ−1,

−1√
K
) and (−wsigµ−1,

−1√
K
), each (w, a)

of the GCN becomes one of (wsigµ1,
sgn(α−β)√

K
), (−wsigµ1,

sgn(α−β)√
K

), (wsigµ−1,
−sgn(α−β)√

K
) and

(−wsigµ−1,
−sgn(α−β)√

K
). The numbers for each patterns of (w, a) are all the same (= K

4 ). Also, we
consider the adjusted matrix with weighted self loops A+ ρI and simplify the degree matrix with
weighted self loops D in the GCN model as D = DIN , D = (α+β)N

2 + ρ = (a+b)qN
2 + ρ.
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From Corollary 6 and the initialization of W ,a, the pair of (w, a) will converge to each pattern
with the same probability. Now K is sufficiently large from Assumption 1 the difference of the
number of each patterns will be negligible. Also about this assumption of the degree matrix, we now
consider that the average degree has O(qN ) = O(logN) so it will be satisfied when N → ∞.

Theorem 10 We consider MLP and GCN defined in section 2. Under assumptions 1 and 2,

(i) The MLP after learning with algorithm 1 achieves perfect recovery with c/2 > 1.
(ii) The GCN after learning with algorithm 2 with self loop ρ = 2c

log(a/b)qN achieves perfect
recovery when

(
√
a−

√
b)2 + c

2
= I(a, b, c) > 1 .

From Theorem 10, when (
√
a−

√
b)2+c

2 > 1 and c
2 < 1 GCN can achieve perfect recovery while

MLP fails, so GCN outperforms MLP by leveraging the graph structure. And from Theorem 9 and
10 GCN with optimal weighted self loop becomes one of the best estimators, which is consistent
with Theorem 3.9 of [13].

Appendix C. Expectations of the loss gradients

C.1. Proof of Theorem 5

∇wjL = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

yi
|N (i)|

∑
k∈N (i)

σ′(xT
kwj)ajxk

= − 1

N

N∑
k=1

N∑
i=1

Aikyk∑N
j=1Ajk

σ′(xT
i wj)ajxi

= − 1

N

N∑
i=1

(
N∑
k=1

Aikyiyk∑N
j=1Ajk

)
yiσ

′(xT
i wj)ajxi = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

Fi(y,A)yiσ
′(xT

i wj)ajxi

Here we denote
∑N

j=1
Aijyiyj∑N
k=1 Ajk

by Fi(y,A).

−EX,y,A[∇wL] = Ex1,y,A[Fi(y,A)yiσ
′(xT

1 w)ax1]

=
1

2
Ex1,y2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)y1σ

′(xT
1 w)ax1|y1 = 1]

+
1

2
Ex1,y2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)y1σ

′(xT
1 w)ax1|y1 = −1]

=
1

2
Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = 1]Ex1 [y1σ

′(xT
1 w)ax1|y1 = 1]

+
1

2
Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = −1]Ex1 [y1σ

′(xT
1 w)ax1|y1 = −1]

The following identity holds for the expectation of the expectation of F1(y,A).

11
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Lemma 11 When y ∼ Unif({±1}N ),A ∼ SBM(y, α, β),

Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = 1] = Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = −1]

=
α− β

α+ β
+

4β

N(α+ β)2

(
1−

(
1− α+ β

2

)N
)

So, Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = 1] = Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = −1] = g sgn(α− β) and

−EX,y,A[∇wL] = g sgn(α− β)
1

2
(Ex[yσ

′(xTw)ax|y = 1] + Ex1 [yσ
′(xTw)ax|y = −1])

= g a sgn(α− β)Ex,y[yσ
′(xTw)x]

In addition, the following identity holds for the part of the expectation by x.

Lemma 12 Suppose that y ∼ Unif({±1}),x ∼ XOR(µ1,µ−1, y, θ). Let w±1 = µT
±1w be the

components of µ±1 of w, ew = w/∥w∥ be the unit vector along w, and

Ex,y[yσ
′(xTw)x] =

1

4

(
θ erf

(
θw1√
2∥w∥

)
µ1 − θ erf

(
θw−1√
2∥w∥

)
µ−1

+

√
2

π

(
exp

(
−θ2w2

1

2∥w∥2

)
− exp

(−θ2w2
−1

2∥w∥2

))
ew

)

Therefore, the expectation of the gradient is

−EX,y,A[∇wL] =
1

4
g a sgn(α− β)

(
θ erf

(
θw1√
2∥w∥

)
µ1 − θ erf

(
θw−1√
2∥w∥

)
µ−1

+

√
2

π

(
exp

(
−θ2w2

1

2∥w∥2

)
− exp

(−θ2w2
−1

2∥w∥2

))
ew

)

= g a
√
K sgn(α− β)

((
θ

4
√
K

erf

(
θw1√
2∥w∥

)
− γw1

)
µ1

+

(
− θ

4
√
K

erf

(
θw−1√
2∥w∥

)
− γw−1

)
µ−1 − γw⊥

)

Here we denote

γ = − 1√
8πK∥w∥

(
exp

(
−θ2w2

1

2∥w∥2

)
− exp

(−θ2w2
−1

2∥w∥2

))

12
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From definition 4, this equation is equal to equation (1) for all the patterns of µsig ,µopp . Also, when
the MLP

−EX,y[∇wL
MLP] = EX,y

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

yiσ
′(xT

i w)axi

]
= aEx,y

[
yσ′(xTw)x

]
=

a

4

(
θ erf

(
θw1√
2∥w∥

)
µ1 − θ erf

(
θw−1√
2∥w∥

)
µ−1

+

√
2

π

(
exp

(
−θ2w2

1

2∥w∥2

)
− exp

(−θ2w2
−1

2∥w∥2

))
ew

)

this is equal to the result of the GCN when g = 1, sgn(α − β) = 1. In conclusion, the proof of
theorem 5 is completed.
Proof [proof of lemma 11]

Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = 1] = Ey2,··· ,yN ,A

[
1∑N

j=1Aj1

∣∣∣∣y1 = 1

]
+(N − 1)Ey2,··· ,yN ,A

[
A12y2∑N
j=1Aj2

∣∣∣∣y1 = 1

]
= Ey2,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

1 +
∑N

j=2A1j

∣∣∣∣y1 = 1

]
+
(N − 1)α

2
Ey3,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

2 +
∑N

j=3A2j

∣∣∣∣y2 = 1

]
+
(N − 1)β

2
Ey3,··· ,yN ,A

[
−1

2 +
∑N

j=3A2j

∣∣∣∣y2 = −1

]
= Ey2,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

1 +
∑N

j=2A1j

∣∣∣∣y1 = 1

]
+
(N − 1)(α− β)

2
Ey3,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

2 +
∑N

j=3A2j

∣∣∣∣y2 = 1

]

13
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Since when given yi Aij ∼ Ber(α+β
2 ), we denote p = α+β

2 and

Ey2,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

1 +
∑N

j=2A1j

∣∣∣∣y1 = 1

]
=

N−1∑
n=0

(
N − 1

n

)
pn(1− p)N−1−n 1

1 + n

=

N−1∑
n=0

(
N − 1

n

)
pn(1− p)N−1−n

∫ 1

0
xndx

=

∫ 1

0
(px+ 1− p)N−1 dx =

1

Np

(
1− (1− p)N

)
Ey3,··· ,yN ,A

[
1

1 +
∑N

j=3A2j

∣∣∣∣y2 = 1

]
=

N−2∑
n=0

(
N − 2

n

)
pn(1− p)N−2−n 1

2 + n

=
N−2∑
n=0

(
N − 2

n

)
pn(1− p)N−2−n

∫ 1

0
xn+1dx

=

∫ 1

0
x (px+ 1− p)N−1 dx

=
1

(N − 1)p

(
1− 1

Np

(
1− (1− p)N

))
These results do not depend on y1, therefore

Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = 1] = Ey2,··· ,yN ,A[F1(y,A)|y1 = −1]

=
α− β

α+ β
+

4β

N(α+ β)2

(
1−

(
1− α+ β

2

)N
)

Proof [proof of lemma 12] We denote zw = eTwz and

Ex[yσ
′(xTw)x] =

1

4
(Ez∼N (0,Id)[σ

′((θµ1 + z)Tw)(θµ1 + z)]

+Ez∼N (0,Id)[σ
′((−θµ1 + z)Tw)(−θµ1 + z)]

+Ez∼N (0,Id)[−σ′((θµ−1 + z)Tw)(θµ−1 + z)]

+Ez∼N (0,Id)[−σ′((−θµ−1 + z)Tw)(−θµ−1 + z)])

=
1

4
(Ezw∼N (0,1)[σ

′(θw1 + zw∥w∥)− σ′(−θw1 + zw∥w∥)]θµ1

−Ezw∼N (0,1)[σ
′(θw−1 + zw∥w∥)− σ′(−θw−1 + zw∥w∥)]θµ−1

+Ez∼N (0,Id)[(σ
′(θw1 + zw∥w∥) + σ′(−θw1 + zw∥w∥))z]

−Ez∼N (0,Id)[(σ
′(θw−1 + zw∥w∥) + σ′(−θw−1 + zw∥w∥))z])

=
1

4

(
θ erf

(
θw1√
2∥w∥

)
µ1 − θ erf

(
θw−1√
2∥w∥

)
µ−1

+

√
2

π

(
exp

(
−θ2w2

1

2∥w∥2

)
− exp

(−θ2w2
−1

2∥w∥2

))
ew

)
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Here we used these formulas for a random variable z ∼ N (0, 1) and any constants C,D

Ez∼N (0,1)[σ
′(C +Dz)− σ′(−C +Dz)] = erf

(
C√
2D

)

Ez∼N (0,1)[(σ
′(C +Dz) + σ′(−C +Dz))z] =

√
2

π
exp

(
− C2

2D2

)
.

Appendix D. Information Threshold of Perfect Recovery for XOR-CSBM

We denote the true labels as y∗ and the estimator as ŷ. The probability of failing the perfect recovery
is

Pfail := P(ŷ ̸= ±y∗) =
∑
A,X

(1− P(ŷ = ±y∗|A,X)) · P(A,X)

= 1−
∑
A,X

P(A,X|ŷ = ±y∗) · P(ŷ = ±y∗)

Because y∗ is generated with a uniform distribution in {±1}d, the estimator that minimizes Pfail

is the maximum likelihood estimator ŷMLP:

ŷMLP = argmax
z∈{±1}d

P(A,X|y = z)

= argmax
z∈{±1}N

P(A|y = z) · P(X|y = z)

= argmax
z∈{±1}N

logP(A|y = z) + logP(X|y = z) =: argmax
z∈{±1}N

f(z)

here we used the fact that A and X are independent when given the label because (X,A) ∼
XOR-CSBM. ŷMLP fails perfect recovery when y′ ∈ {±1}N exists such that y′ ̸= ±y∗ and
f(y′) > f(y∗). To prove 9 we show that if I(a, b, c) < 1, there exists a data point u with high
probability such that the log-likelihood increases when the label of only u is transformed.

We denote the label of only u transformed as y′,

y′u = −y∗u, y
′
i = y∗i (i ̸= u)

and the difference of the log-likelihoods are

f(y∗)− f(y′
u) = log

P(A|y = y∗)

P(A|y = y′)
+ log

P(X|y = y∗)

P(X|y = y′)

=
∑
i̸=u

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )
+ log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)
.

We evaluate P(∃u s.t. f(y∗)− f(y′) < 0) but it is difficult due to the dependence on f(y∗)− f(y′)
of each u. So we introduce some random variables to remove this dependence.
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First, we choose δNN, δN = (logN)−1 elements from [N ] and denote the set of these elements
as U . The probability of u ∈ U does not depend on u. Second, we define random variables with this
U

Wu :=
∑

i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )
+ log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)

Ju :=
∑

i∈U\{u}

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )
, J := max

u∈U
Ju.

It is easy to show that f(y∗)−f(y′
u) = Wu+Ju and for each u, u′ ∈ U , Wu and Wu′ are independent

and Wu and J are so on. We decompose the event {Wu + Ju < 0} as {Wu ≤ −ζNqN ∩ Ju ≤
ζNqN}, ζN = (log log logN)−1 and

Pfail ≥ P(∃u s.t. f(y∗)− f(y′) < 0) = P
( ⋃

u∈[N ]

{Wu + Ju < 0}
)

≥ P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu + Ju < 0}

)
≥ P

(⋃
u∈U

{Wu ≤ −ζNqN ∩ Ju ≤ ζNqN}
)

≥ P
(
{J ≤ ζNqN} ∩

⋃
u∈U

{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}
)

= P({J ≤ ζNqN}) · P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}

)
We use the following lemma on these probabilities:

Lemma 13 Under assumption 1,

(i) We denote ζ ′N = (log logN)−1. There is a constant C that satisfies

P({J ≤ ζNqN}) ≥ 1−
Cζ ′N
ζN

(1 + o(1)) .

(ii) For any constant δ̃ > 0

P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}

)
≥ 1− exp(−δNN1−I(a,b,c)−δ̃)

Therefore, if I(a, b, c) = 1− ϵ < 1, we choose δ̃ < ϵ and

Pfail ≥ P({J ≤ ζNqN}) · P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}

)
≥ (1−

Cζ ′N
ζN

(1 + o(1))) · (1− exp(−δNN1−I(a,b,c)−δ̃))

= (1−
Cζ ′N
ζN

(1 + o(1))) · (1− exp(−δNN ϵ−δ̃)) →
N→∞

1

so we conclude that the MLE fails to perfect recovery.
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D.1. Proof of Lemma 13

Proof [proof of (i)] In this proof, we assume a > b but if a < b the same result will be derived.

P({J ≤ ζNqN}) = 1− P({J > ζNqN})
≥ 1− P({|J | > ζNqN})

≥ 1−
Ey∗,U ,A[|J |]

ζNqN

In the last line, we use Markov’s inequality. If we prove

Ey∗,U ,A[|J |] ≤ Cζ ′NqN (1 + o(1))

then this proof will be completed. So we now prove this upper bound.
For any real number t > 0,

Ey∗,U ,A[t|J |] ≤ Ey∗,U ,A

[
tmax
u∈U

|Ju|
]

= Ey∗,U ,A

[
log exp(tmax

u∈U
|Ju|)

]
≤ logEy∗,U ,A

[
exp(tmax

u∈U
|Ju|)

]
≤ logEy∗,U ,A

[∑
u∈U

et|Ju|

]
= logEy∗,U

[∑
u∈U

EA

[
et|Ju|

∣∣∣y∗,U
]]

.

We estimate EA

[
et|Ju|

∣∣y∗,U
]
. We denote n± = #{u ∈ U|y∗u = ±1} and when y∗u = +1 from the

definition of Ju and the distribution of A on XOR-CSBM,

EA

[
et|Ju|

∣∣∣y∗,U
]

≤
(
α exp

(
t

∣∣∣∣log α

β

∣∣∣∣)+ (1− α) exp

(
t

∣∣∣∣log 1− α

1− β

∣∣∣∣))n+−1

×
(
β exp

(
t

∣∣∣∣log β

α

∣∣∣∣)+ (1− β) exp

(
t

∣∣∣∣log 1− β

1− α

∣∣∣∣))n−

=

(
1 +

qN
N

(
a
(a
b

)t
− t(a− b) + o(1)

))n+−1

×
(
1 +

qN
N

(
b
(a
b

)t
− t(a− b) + o(1)

))n−

≤ exp

(
δNqN

(
a
(a
b

)t
− t(a− b) + o(1)

))
.
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In the last inequality, we use 1 + x ≤ ex and n+ + n− − 1 = δNN − 1 = δNN(1 + o(1)). The
same upper bound is derived when y∗u = −1, and this upper bound does not depend on y∗ and U so

Ey∗,U ,A[t|J |] ≤ log δNN exp

(
δNqN

(
a
(a
b

)t
− t(a− b) + o(1)

))
= qN

(
1 + o(1) + δN

(
a
(a
b

)t
− t(a− b) + o(1)

))
Ey∗,U ,A[|J |] ≤ qN

(
1 + o(1)

t
+ δN

(
a

t

(a
b

)t
− (a− b) + o(1)

))
When we choose t = (loga/b logN)−1 = log a/b/ log logN ,

Ey∗,U ,A[|J |] = qNζ ′N

(
1 + o(1)

log a/b
+

a

log a/b
− δN ((a− b) + o(1))

)
= CqNζ ′N (1 + o(1)) .

Proof [proof of (ii)] Because ζN → 0 when N → ∞, for any constants δ1 > 0 there exists N0 > 0
such that

P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}

)
= 1− P

(⋂
u∈U

{Wu > −ζNqN}
)

= 1−
∏
u∈U

P
(
{Wu > −ζNqN}

)
= 1−

∏
u∈U

(1− P({Wu ≤ −ζNqN}))

≥ 1−
∏
u∈U

(1− P({Wu ≤ −δ1qN}))

for all N > N0. We use Theorem H.5 in [1] to estimate P({Wu ≤ −δ1qN}), we calculate the
moment generating function of Wu.

Ey∗,U ,X,A[etWu ] = Ey∗,U

EA

exp
t

∑
i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣y∗,U


× EX

[
exp

(
t log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)

)∣∣∣∣y∗,U
]]

= Ey∗,U

EA

exp
t

∑
i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣y∗,U


× Exu

[
exp

(
t log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)

)∣∣∣∣ y∗u]]

We use the following lemmas on these expectations:
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Lemma 14 Under assumption 1,

Exu

[
exp

(
t log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)

)∣∣∣∣ y∗u] = 2Φ(−tθ)2[exp(t(t+ 1)θ2)Φ((t+ 1)θ)

+ exp(t(t− 1)θ2)Φ((t− 1)θ)]2 + o(1).

Lemma 15 Under assumption 1,

Ey∗,U

EA

exp
t

∑
i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣y∗,U


=

(
1− qN

2N

(
a− a

(a
b

)t
+ b− b

(
b

a

)t

+ o(1)

))N−δNN

So,

− 1

qN
logE[etWu ] =

1

2

(
a− a

(
a

b

)t

+ b− b

(
b

a

)t)
− 2

qN
log(Φ(−tθ))

− 2

qN
log(exp(t(t+ 1)θ2)Φ((t+ 1)θ) + exp(t(t− 1)θ2)Φ((t− 1)θ))

=
1

2

(
a− a

(
a

b

)t

+ b− b

(
b

a

)t)
+


−ct(t+ 2) + o(1) t > 0

−2ct(t+ 1) + o(1) −1 < t < 0

−c(t2 − 1) + o(1) t < −1

=: I(t, a, b, c)

Here we used x → −∞, log Φ(x) = −x2

2 +O(1). Since both of these two terms take their supremum
at t = −1

2 ,

sup
t∈R

[I(t, a, b, c)]] =
(
√
a−

√
b)2 + c

2
+ o(1) = I(a, b, c) + o(1) .

Since I(t, a, b, c) is a convex function of t we can apply Theorem H.5 in [1] to P({Wu ≤ −δ1qN}),
then

lim
N→∞

1

qN
logP({Wu ≤ −δ1qN}) = − sup

t∈R
(−δ1t+ I(t, a, b, c)) .

This equation is satisfied for all δ1 > 0 and the right hand side will be − supt∈R I(t, a, b, c) =
−I(a, b, c) when δ1 → 0, so for any δ̃ > 0 there exists N1 > 0 such that

1

qN
logP({Wu ≤ −δ1qN}) ≥ −δ̃ − sup

t∈R
I(t, a, b, c) = −δ̃ − I(a, b, c)

for all N > N1. Therefore, for all N > max(N0, N1)

P
(⋃

u∈U
{Wu ≤ −ζNqN}

)
≥ 1−

∏
u∈U

(
1− exp(−qN (I(a, b, c) + δ̃))

)
= 1−

(
1−N−(I(a,b,c)−δ̃)

)δNN

≥ 1− exp
(
−δNN1−I(a,b,c)−δ̃)

)
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then this proof is completed.

D.2. Proof of Lemma 15

Proof For given y∗,U , we denote n± = #{i ∈ [N ] \ (U ∪ u)|y∗i y∗u = ±1}.

EA

exp
t

∑
i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣y∗,U


=

(
EAiu∼Ber(α)

[(
P(Aiu|yi = yu)

P(Aiu|yi ̸= yu)

)t
])n+

(
EAiu∼Ber(β)

[(
P(Aiu|yi ̸= yu)

P(Aiu|yi = yu)

)t
])n−

=

(
α

(
α

β

)t

+ (1− α)

(
1− α

1− β

)t
)n+

(
β

(
β

α

)t

+ (1− β)

(
1− β

1− α

)t
)n−

Because of the distribution of y∗,U , P(n+ = k) = 1
2(N−δNN)

(
N−δNN

k

)
. Therefore,

Ey∗,U

EA

exp
t

∑
i∈[N ]\U

log
P(Aiu|yu = y∗u, yi = y∗i )

P(Aiu|yu = −y∗u, yi = y∗i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣y∗,U


=

1

2N−δNN

n∑
n+=0

(
N − δNN

n+

)

×

(
α

(
α

β

)t

+ (1− α)

(
1− α

1− β

)t
)n+

(
β

(
β

α

)t

+ (1− β)

(
1− β

1− α

)t
)n−

=

(
α

2

(
α

β

)t

+
1− α

2

(
1− α

1− β

)t

+
β

2

(
β

α

)t

+
1− β

2

(
1− β

1− α

)t
)N−δNN

=

(
1 +

qN
2N

(
a
(a
b

)t
− a− t(a− b) + b

(
b

a

)t

− b− t(b− a) + o(1)

))N−δNN

=

(
1− qN

2N

(
a− a

(a
b

)t
+ b− b

(
b

a

)t

+ o(1)

))N−δNN

and the proof is completed.

D.3. Proof of Lemma 14

Proof Using the distribution of X in XOR-CSBM,

log
P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)
= log

exp(−∥xu − θµy∗u
∥2/2) + exp(−∥xu + θµy∗u

∥2/2)
exp(−∥xu − θµ−y∗u

∥2/2) + exp(−∥xu + θµ−y∗u
∥2/2)

= log
cosh θxT

uµy∗u

cosh θxT
uµ−y∗u
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EX

[
exp

(
t log

P(xu|yu = y∗u)

P(xu|yu = −y∗u)

) ∣∣∣∣y∗
]
= Exu

[(
cosh θxT

uµy∗u

cosh θxT
uµ−y∗u

)t
∣∣∣∣∣y∗

]
Because xu ∼ 1

2N (θµy∗u
, Id) +

1
2N (−θµy∗u

, Id) the expectation is

Exu

[(
cosh θxT

uµy∗u

cosh θxT
uµ−y∗u

)t
∣∣∣∣∣y∗

]
=

1

2
Ez∼N (0,Id)

[(
cosh(θ2 + θzTµy∗u

)

cosh(θzTµ−y∗u
)

)t
]

+
1

2
Ez∼N (0,Id)

[(
cosh(−θ2 + θzTµy∗u

)

cosh(θzTµ−y∗u
)

)t
]

=
1

2
Eξ,ζ∼N (0,1)

[(
cosh(θ2 + θξ)

cosh(θζ)

)t
]

+
1

2
Eξ,ζ∼N (0,1)

[(
cosh(−θ2 + θξ)

cosh(θζ)

)t
]

= Eξ∼N (0,1)[(cosh(θ
2 + θξ))t] · Eζ∼N (0,1)[(cosh θζ)

−t].

From assumption 1 θ = Θ(q
1/2
N ) and cosh(θ2 + θξ) ≃ eθ|θ+ξ|, cosh θζ ≃ eθ|ζ|, so

Exu

[(
cosh θxT

uµy∗u

cosh θxT
uµ−y∗u

)t
∣∣∣∣∣y∗

]
≃ 1

2π

[∫ ∞

0
exp(−ζ2/2− tθζ)dζ

+

∫ 0

−∞
exp(−ζ2/2 + tθζ)dζ

]
×
[∫ ∞

−θ
exp(−ξ2/2 + tθ2 + tθξ)dξ

+

∫ −θ

−∞
exp(−ξ2/2− tθ2 − tθξ)dξ

]
= 2Φ(−tθ)

[
et(t+1)θ2Φ((t+ 1)θ) + et(t−1)θ2Φ((t− 1)θ)

]

Appendix E. Informational Lower Bound of MLP and GCN

We prove that there is a sufficient condition that MLP and GCN predict true labels for all of the test
data. We keep in mind the models we learned in Algorithms 1 and 2, but we use neurons and self
loops defined in Assumption 2 and Theorem 10.

For an estimator ŷ the probability of perfect recovery is

P(
⋂

i∈[N ]

{sgn(yi) = sgn(ŷi)}) = 1− P(
⋃

i∈[N ]

{yiŷi < 0}) ≥ 1−
∑
i∈[N ]

P({yiŷi < 0}) .

Here we used the union bound. If all P({yiŷi < 0}), i ∈ [N ] decrease more quickly than N−1

when N → ∞, the right hand side will converge to 1 when N → ∞ and the perfect recovery will be
achieved. The following proposition claims that the MLP and GCN satisfy this order condition for
the given parameter condition.
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Algorithm 1 Learning MLP
Input: µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ

Initialization: wj ∼ N (0, Id), aj ∼ Unif(±1/
√
K), ∀j ∈ [K]

Learning Step:
while t < T do

(y(t),X(t),A(t)) ∼ XOR-CSBM(µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ)

W (t+1) ←W (t) − η∇W (t)LMLP(W (t);y(t),X(t))
end while
Prediction Step:
(y,X,A) ∼ XOR-CSBM(µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ)

Output: sgn(fMLP(X))

Figure 3: The learning algorithm for MLP

Algorithm 2 Learning GCN
Input: µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ

Initialization: wj ∼ N (0, Id), aj ∼ Unif(±1/
√
K), ∀j ∈ [K]

Learning Step:
while t < T do

(y(t),X(t),A(t)) ∼ XOR-CSBM(µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ)

W (t+1) ←W (t) − η∇W (t)LGCN(W (t);y(t),X(t),A(t))
end while
Prediction Step:
(y,X,A) ∼ XOR-CSBM(µ1,µ−1, α, β, θ)
A← A+ ρIN

Output: sgn(fGCN(X))

Figure 4: The learning algorithm for GCN
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Proposition 16

(i) Let us think of the MLP after learning with algorithm 1and denote its output as ŷMLP. Under
assumptions 1 and 2

lim
N→∞

1

qN
logP({yiŷMLP

i < 0}) = − c

2
.

(ii) Let us think of the GCN after learning with algorithm 2 with the self loop ρ = 2c
log(a/b)qN and

denote its output as ŷGCN. Under assumptions 1 and 2

lim
N→∞

1

qN
logP({yiŷGCN

i < 0}) = −I(a, b, c) .

Roughly speaking, this proposition argues that P({yiŷMLP
i < 0}) = exp(−qN · c

2) = N− c
2 and

P({yiŷGCN
i < 0}) = exp(−qN · I(a, b, c)) = N−I(a,b,c) so the MLP achieves perfect recovery

when c
2 > 1 and the GCN does when I(a, b, c) > 1.

E.1. Proof of Proposition 16

Proof [proof of (i)] We denote h = y1ŷ
MLP
1 for simplification. To use Theorem H.5 in [1], we

calculate this moment generating function

E[exp(th)] = Ey,X,W ,a[exp(th)], h = y1

K∑
k=1

σ(xT
1 wk)ak .

Under the assumption of (wk, ak), the expectation of W ,a becomes

EW ,a[exp(th)] = exp

(
y1t

√
Kwsig

4

(
|xT

1 µ1| − |xT
1 µ−1|

))

Here we used σ(x) + σ(−x) = |x|. We don’t care the scale of t so we rewrite
√
Kwsig

4 t as t, and the
expectation of remains is

E[exp(th)] =
1

4

(
Ez∼N (0,I)

[
exp

(
t(|θ + zTµ1| − |zTµ−1|)

)]
= +Ez∼N (0,I)

[
exp

(
t(| − θ + zTµ1| − |zTµ−1|)

)]
= +Ez∼N (0,I)

[
exp

(
−t(|zTµ1| − |θ + zTµ−1|)

)]
=

1

4
Ez∼N (0,I)

[
exp

(
−t(|zTµ1| − | − θ + zTµ−1|)

)])
= Ez∼N (0,1)

[
et|θ+z|

]
· Ez∼N (0,1)

[
e−t|z|

]
We use the following formula for a random variable z ∼ N (0, 1) and any constants C,D

Ez∼N (0,1)[e
C|z+D|] = e

C2

2 (eCDΦ(C +D) + e−CDΦ(C −D))

23



DYNAMICS OF NONLINEAR FEATURE LEARNING IN TWO-LAYER GCNS ON XOR-CSBM

so, we rescaled t as x = t/
√
qN and

E[exp(th)] = 2et
2
Φ(−t)(etθΦ(t+ θ) + e−tθΦ(t− θ))

− 1

qN
logE[exp(th)] = −x2 − 1

qN
log Φ(−x

√
qN ) + o(1)

− 1

qN
log(ex

√
cqNΦ((x+

√
c)
√
qN ) + e−x

√
cqNΦ((x−

√
c)
√
qN )))

=


−x2

2 −
√
cx+ o(1) x > 0

−x2 −
√
cx+ o(1) −

√
c < x < 0

−x2

2 + c
2 + o(1) t < −

√
c

.

Here we used for x ≪ −1, log Φ(x) = −x2

2 +O(1). Since this function is convex and its supreme
is − c

2 , the proposition is proved by Theorem H.5 in [1].

Proof [proof of (ii)] We denote h = yiŷ
GCN
i for simplification. The key idea of this proof is the

same as the part of (i) and we calculate this moment generating function

E[exp(th)] = Ey,X,A,W ,a[exp(th)], h =
y1
D

N∑
j=1

K∑
k=1

A1jσ(x
T
j wk)ak .

With the same calculation as part (i), the expectation of W ,a will be

EW ,a[exp(th)] = exp

y1t
√
Kwsig

4D

N∑
j=1

A1j(|xT
j µ1| − |xT

j µ−1|)

 .
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We rewrite
√
Kwsig

4D t as t, and the expectation of remains is

E[exp(th)] = Ey

EA,X

exp(y1t N∑
j=1

A1j(|xT
j µ1| − |xT

j µ−1|)
)∣∣∣∣∣∣y


= Ey

[
Ex1

[
ey1tqNs(|xT

j µ1|−|xT
j µ−1|)

∣∣∣y]
×

N∏
j=2

EA1j ,xj

[
ey1tA1j(|xT

j µ1|−|xT
j µ−1|)|y

]
=

1

2

(
Ez1∼N (0,Id)

[
etqNs(|θ+zT

1 µ1|−|zT
1 µ−1|)

]
×
[
1

2
EA12,z2∼N (0,Id)

[
etA1j(|θ+zT

2 µ1|−|zT
2 µ−1|) |y1 = 1, y2 = 1

]
+

1

2
EA12,z2∼N (0,Id)

[
etA1j(|zT

2 µ1|−|θ+zT
2 µ−1|) |y1 = 1, y2 = −1

]]N−1

+Ez1∼N (0,Id)

[
e−tqNs(|zT

1 µ1|−|θ+zT
1 µ−1|

]
×
[
1

2
EA12,z2∼N (0,Id)

[
e−tA1j |θ+zT

2 µ1|−|zT
2 µ−1|)|y1 = −1, y2 = 1

]
+

1

2
EA12,z2∼N (0,Id)

[
e−tA1j(|zT

2 µ1|−|θ+zT
2 µ−1|)|y1 = −1, y2 = −1

]]N−1
)

= Ez1∼N (0,Id)

[
etqNs(|θ+zT

1 µ1|−|zT
1 µ−1|)

]
×
[
1− α+ β

2
+

α

2
Ez2∼N (0,Id)

[
et(|θ+zT

2 µ1|−|zT
2 µ−1|)

]
+

β

2
Ez2∼N (0,Id)

[
e−t(|θ+zT

2 µ1|−|zT
2 µ−1|)

]]N−1

.

Because z1, z2 ∼ N (0, Id), zT
1 µ1, z

T
1 µ−1, z

T
2 µ1 and zT

2 µ−1 are generated independently with
N (0, 1). We use the same formula as the part (i) and the expectation becomes

E[exp(th)] = 2et
2s2q2NΦ(−tsqN )(etsθqNΦ(tsqN + θ) + e−tsθqNΦ(tsqN − θ))

×
[
1− α+ β

2
+ αet

2
Φ(−t)(etθΦ(t+ θ) + e−tθΦ(t− θ))

+βΦ(−t)et
2
(e−tθΦ(−t+ θ) + etθΦ(−t− θ))

]N−1
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−1

qN
logE[exp(th)] = −t2s2qN − 1

qN
log Φ(−tsqN )

− 1

qN
log(etsθqNΦ(tsqN + θ) + e−tsθqNΦ(tsqN − θ))

+
a+ b

2
− aet

2
Φ(−t)(etθΦ(t+ θ) + e−tθΦ(t− θ))

−bΦ(−t)et
2
(e−tθΦ(−t+ θ) + etθΦ(−t− θ)) + o(1)

= −x2s2 − 1

qN
log Φ(−xs

√
qN )

− 1

qN
log(exs

√
cqNΦ((xs+

√
c)
√
qN ) + e−xs

√
cqNΦ((xs−

√
c)
√
qN ))

+
a+ b

2
− e

x2

qN Φ

(
− x
√
qN

)
×
[
a

(
ex

√
cΦ

(
x

√
qN

+
√
cqN

)
+ e−x

√
cΦ

(
x

√
qN

−√
cqN

))
+b

(
e−x

√
cΦ

(
−x
√
qN

+
√
cqN

)
+ ex

√
cΦ

(
−x
√
qN

−√
cqN

))]
= I1(x) + I2(x)

Here we define a new variable x = t/
√
qN and

I1(x) := −x2s2 − 1

qN
log Φ(−xs

√
qN )

− 1

qN
log(exs

√
cqNΦ((xs+

√
c)
√
qN ) + e−xs

√
cqNΦ((xs−

√
c)
√
qN ))

I2(x) :=
a+ b

2
− e

x2

qN Φ

(
− x
√
qN

)
×
[
a

(
ex

√
cΦ

(
x

√
qN

+
√
cqN

)
+ e−x

√
cΦ

(
x

√
qN

−√
cqN

))
+b

(
e−x

√
cΦ

(
−x
√
qN

+
√
cqN

)
+ ex

√
cΦ

(
−x
√
qN

−√
cqN

))]
With qN , θ ≫ 1 from the assumption 1 and for x ≪ −1, log Φ(x) = −x2

2 +O(1), I1 and I2 are

I1(x) =


−x2s2

2 − xs
√
c+ o(1) x ≥ 0

−x2s2 − xs
√
c+ o(1) −

√
c
s ≤ x ≤ 0

−x2s2

2 + c
2 + o(1) x ≤ −

√
c
s

I2(x) =
a+ b

2
− aex

√
c + be−x

√
c

2
+ o(1)
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Therefore, the upper bound of − 1
qN

logE[exp(th)] is I(a, b, c) = (
√
a−

√
b)2+c

2 , which is attained at

x = −
√
c
s . Because I1(x), I2(x) are convex function, with Theorem H.5 in [1],

lim
N→∞

1

qN
logP({h < 0}) = − sup

x∈R
(I1(x) + I2(x)) = −I(a, b, c)

and this proof is completed.

Appendix F. Experiments

Learning Dynamics of GCN Figure 5 shows the results of the neuron dynamics observed in
simulated training of the GCN with the offline gradient descent and numerical solutions of (1). From
Figure 5, although the solution in (1) differs from the experimental results in the latter part of the
experiment, we confirm that there are two phases. In Phase I wsig increases exponentially, wopp

decreases exponentially, and w⊥ dose does not change. In Phase II w⊥ begins to decrease, and wsig

continues to increase but the rate of increase slows down.

(a) homophilic case (α = 0.15, β = 0.05) (b) heterophilic case (α = 0.05, β = 0.15)

Figure 5: The dynamics of wsig ,wopp ,w⊥. N = 1000, d = 500,K = 500, θ = 1.5, η = 1. The
solid lines are the averages of |wi,sig |2, |wi,opp |2, ∥wi,⊥∥2 and the dotted lines are the
numerical solutions of (1).

Experiments of Perfect Recovery Figure 6 shows the accuracy of the MLP, GCN, GCN with
optimal self loops. To see the perfect recovery we used models with parameters of 2. The white areas
are where no estimators can achieve perfecta recovery, the light gray areas are where only GCN with
optimal self loops achieves perfect recovery, while the dark gray areas are where both GCN with
optimal self loops and MLP achieve perfect recovery.

Although perfect recovery has not been achieved because we are considering a finite N , Figure 6
shows that the GCN with self-loops outperforms the MLP. In addition, Figure 6 indicates a regime
where the GCN outperforms the MLP even without self-loop optimization. Because perfect recovery
is impossible for any estimator there, understanding finer notions of performance, such as prediction
accuracy below the perfect recovery threshold, remains an important open problem.
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(a) homophilic case (a = 7, b = 3) (b) heterophilic case (a = 3, b = 7)

Figure 6: The accuracy of MLP, GCN, and GCN with optimal self loop. For N = 500, d = 200 and
fixed a, b, we calculated the accuracy varying θ. We generated test data 1000 times and
calculated the accuracy, and plotted the average and standard deviation. The white areas
are where no estimators can achieve perfect recovery (I(a, b, c) < 1), the light gray areas
are where only GCN with optimal self loops achieves perfect recovery (I(a, b, c) > 1 and
c
2 < 1), and the dark gray areas are where both GCN with optimal self loops and MLP
achieve perfect recovery ( c2 > 1).
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