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ABSTRACT

Searching and detecting communities in real-world graphs under-
pins a wide range of applications. Despite the success achieved,
current learning-based solutions regard community search, i.e.,
locating the best community for a given query, and community
detection, i.e., partitioning the whole graph, as separate problems,
necessitating task- and dataset-specific retraining. Such a strategy
limits the applicability and generalization ability of the existing
models. Additionally, these methods rely heavily on information
from the target dataset, leading to suboptimal performance when
supervision is limited or unavailable. To mitigate this limitation,
we propose UniCom, a unified framework to solve both commu-
nity search and detection tasks through knowledge transfer across
multiple domains, thus alleviating the limitations of single-dataset
learning. UniCom centers on a Domain-aware Specialization (DAS)
procedure that adapts on the fly to unseen graphs or tasks, eliminat-
ing costly retraining while maintaining framework compactness
with a lightweight prompt-based paradigm. This is empowered by
a Universal Graph Learning (UGL) backbone, which distills trans-
ferable semantic and topological knowledge from multiple source
domains via comprehensive pre-training. Both DAS and UGL are
informed by local neighborhood signals and cohesive subgraph
structures, providing consistent guidance throughout the frame-
work. Extensive experiments on both tasks across 16 benchmark
datasets and 22 baselines have been conducted to ensure a compre-
hensive and fair evaluation. UniCom consistently outperforms all
state-of-the-art baselines across all tasks under settings with scarce
or no supervision, while maintaining runtime efficiency.
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Figure 1: Overview of core tasks handled by UniCom. (a)
Community Search (CS), (b) Disjoint Community Detection

(DCD), and (c) Overlapping Community Detection (OCD).

1 INTRODUCTION

Graphs have shown remarkable effectiveness in modeling the rela-
tionships and dependencies between objects, enabling applications
across multiple real-world domains, including social networks [17,
24], e-commerce networks [51], and citation networks [78], with
each domain referring to a distinct source or type of graph. In partic-
ular, graphs from different domains often exhibit diverse structures,
varying feature semantics, and differences in scale and sparsity. A
community [46, 69], as a graph-derived pattern, denotes a subgraph
in which nodes exhibit dense intra-connections both structurally
and feature-wise. Finding communities underpins various practical
applications, such as fraud detection [38, 82, 83] and recommen-
dation systems [87]. As depicted in Figure 1, we focus on these
tasks: Community Search (CS) [14, 34], which identifies a commu-
nity based on a given query, and Community Detection (CD) [22, 71],
which partitions the entire graph into multiple communities. No-
tably, in these tasks, communities may be either disjoint or over-
lapping based on whether nodes belong to multiple communities.

Due to the importance of community-level tasks, numerous so-
lutions [16, 54, 85] have been proposed. Specifically, traditional
algorithms [1, 15, 63, 65, 68, 86] primarily rely on rigid predefined
constraints such as k-core [14], k-truss [33], or k-clique [13], which
are rarely satisfied in real-world networks and render them overly
sensitive to graph density. Moreover, they generally overlook the
importance of node features. GNN-based methods [23, 34, 52, 72, 76]
mitigate the drawback by leveraging node features. However, their
dataset- and task-specific training often leads to slow convergence
and instability when adapting to different graphs. One potential so-
lution is to involve a pre-training stage [70, 81] before task-specific
tuning, which assists the model in initializing with generalizable
representations. Nevertheless, on small graphs (e.g., Facebook [42]),
these methods often fail to capture sufficient information for effective
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Table 1: Comparison with Existing Methods.

Approaches ‘ CS ‘ DCD ‘ OoCD ‘ Multi-domain Knowledge

SMN [52] v X X X
CCGC [76] X v b X
NOCD [50] b X v/ X
UCoDe [44] X v v X
MDGFM [64] | X X X v
UniCom v | v | v | v

model initialization, and on large graphs (e.g., Reddit [24]), it be-
comes challenging to extract comprehensive information from the
entire graph due to computational and memory constraints. Recently,
graph foundation models (GFMs) [55, 64, 84] have been proposed as
a general solution to graph tasks with effective and robust represen-
tation learning. Nonetheless, these models are specifically designed
for node- and graph-level classification tasks, overlooking the im-
portance of cohesive information and failing to adapt effectively
to community-level tasks. In addition, graphs often differ in struc-
ture and feature distribution, while existing GFMs lack effective
alignment and fusion mechanisms for transfer [64, 88], leading to
information loss or conflicts during adaptation.

Based on these observations, existing methods either lack multi-
domain knowledge or fail to effectively solve community-level tasks.
In addition, they typically treat CS and CD as separate problems,
which leads to the requirement for multiple task-specific models
or dataset-specific training processes. We provide a concise com-
parison between UniCom and existing works in Table 1 to further
illustrate the current limitations. These observations indicate that
leveraging multi-domain knowledge for both CS and CD under a
unified framework remains largely unexplored, presenting three
major challenges. (1) Local and global cohesiveness. In feature-
rich graphs, each node should remain cohesive with community
members at both local and global levels. Maintaining cohesiveness is
particularly challenging for semantically relevant but distant nodes.
(2) Information loss and mismatch. Effective cross-domain trans-
fer hinges on aligning the source and target feature spaces. It is
challenging to align feature spaces without incurring information
loss or domain-related semantic mismatches. (3) Effective knowl-
edge fusion strategy. Knowledge from different sources often
exhibits distinct focuses, and direct fusion may lead to substantial
conflicts, making multi-domain knowledge integration challenging
due to potential mutual interference.

To solve the aforementioned challenges, we introduce UniCom,
a unified approach that jointly tackles CS and CD by leveraging
cross-domain knowledge transfer. Specifically, the proposed frame-
work focuses on a Domain-aware Specialization (DAS) stage for
community-level tasks, which is supported by a Universal Graph
Learning (UGL) backbone. To tackle Challenge (1), we generate
input token vectors for each node in two stages. First, we con-
struct local subgraphs through a conductance-based procedure that
yields subgraphs with high internal cohesion and low external con-
nectivity. Second, we introduce a cohesive subgraph prompting
mechanism that integrates structure- and feature-level informa-
tion, enabling the model to capture relevant yet potentially long-
range node dependencies. Targeting Challenge (2), we introduce a
domain-adaptation prompt and a feature-alignment projector that

jointly address both semantic consistency and domain discrepancy.
Specifically, the prompting mechanism injects learnable prompts
into input tokens, enabling efficient cross-domain adaptation with
only a small number of trainable parameters while keeping the
pre-trained backbone frozen. Furthermore, the projection module
aligns the feature dimensionalities of the two domains, preserving
domain-specific information with minimal distortion. To mitigate
Challenge (3), we develop a multi-domain fusion module that
leverages multiple pre-trained expert models, each specializing in a
different domain. The experts perform independent prompt tuning
to produce domain-specific predictions, which are then fused to
capture complementary knowledge and enhance overall decision
quality. Our major contributions can be summarized as follows:

e To the best of our knowledge, the proposed UniCom is the
first unified framework for diverse community-level tasks,
which jointly addresses CS and CD tasks for both disjoint and
overlapping communities.

e We implement a task- and dataset-aware cohesive subgraph
prompt and design a strategy to automatically generate multi-
hop subgraphs, collectively ensuring local and global cohesive-
ness to support community-level tasks.

e We present a prompt-tuning framework with a task-aware
fusion module for multi-domain knowledge integration. This
framework enables knowledge integration by mitigating inter-
ference across domains and tasks.

e We conduct extensive experiments on 22 baselines and 16 real-
world datasets, covering both disjoint and overlapping types,
to comprehensively demonstrate the consistently superior ef-
fectiveness of UniCom for both CS and CD tasks.

2 RELATED WORKS

2.1 Community Search and Detection

Community search [8, 10, 21, 61, 66, 67] is a fundamental task that
discovers query-based subgraphs with high cohesiveness. Tradi-
tional approaches [1, 15, 63, 65, 68] rely on predefined structural
constraints such as k-core [14], k-truss [33], and k-clique [13], yet
they fall short in effectively integrating multi-dimensional node
attributes. Recently, growing efforts have been devoted to deep
learning-based solutions. ICS-GNN [23] and SMN [52] search for
query-dependent communities with user-defined size, whereas QD-
GNN [34] and COCLEP [37] predict community scores via GNNs
and select members through thresholding. Additionally, CGNP [18]
and IACS [19] adopt meta-learning to enhance performance, and
CommunityDF [11] utilizes diffusion-based modeling to strengthen
community search capability further. Disjoint community detec-
tion [27, 39, 47, 58, 77] learns node representations to assign nodes
into separate clusters. Specifically, CCGC [76] employs contrastive
learning and pseudo-labels to train GNNs in a two-stage manner.
In addition, DyFSS [89] fuses diverse pre-training strategies, and
FPGC [72] integrates cluster-specific features with squeeze-and-
excitation blocks to decouple feature representations. Overlapping
community detection [53, 86] allows nodes to exist in multiple
communities. NOCD [50] employs a Bernoulli-Poisson decoder
with GNNs. DynaResGCN [45] subsequently introduces residual
connections to improve performance, while UCoDe [44] designs
a multi-task model for both disjoint and overlapping community



Table 2: The Summary of Notations.

Notation ‘ Definition

G, C Graph and community set.

YV, 8,8 A Node set, edge set, non-edge set, and adjacency matrix.
X, H Input and output node feature matrices.

K Number of communities.

d.d Input and output node feature dimensions.

m Node token sequence length.

QS Community search query set and label set.
c,C Community and complement of community.
B8 Set of nodes.

pfeat pstre Feature-level prompt, and structure-level prompt.
padp Domain adaptation prompt.

Proj(-, 0p) Domain alignment projector.

GT(-,04) Graph transformer.

detection. SSGCAE [26] further incorporates semi-supervised learn-
ing to enhance overlapping community detection. Nevertheless,
existing community search and detection methods primarily fo-
cus on the task-specific graph, overlooking the rich information in
graphs from diverse domains, leading to suboptimal performance.

2.2 Graph Transfer Learning

Graph pre-training aims to equip graph neural networks (GNNs)
with transferable structural and semantic knowledge via large-
scale self-supervised learning, including generative [30, 31, 36]
and contrastive methods [59, 70, 81]. To bridge the gap between
pre-training and downstream tasks, recent studies explore two
adaptation paradigms: fine-tuning [79, 91] and prompt learning [20,
41, 56, 57], both of which freeze the pre-trained model and intro-
duce additional learnable parameters. However, these solutions
mainly focus on single-domain pre-training, limiting the transfer-
ability to acquire knowledge from multiple domains. To solve the
challenges in out-of-distribution generalization for cross-domain
graph learning, novel foundation models have been built for tex-
tual graphs [28, 40, 90]. Moreover, text-free graph foundation mod-
els [55, 64, 84] have also been designed to train with multiple graphs
from various domains, and then generalize to downstream tasks.
Nevertheless, they are predominantly optimized for node or graph
classifications, while neglecting important aspects such as graph
cohesiveness and subgraph-level tasks.

3 PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we focus on attributed graphs. Given a graph G =
(V, &), its adjacency matrix A € {0, 1}W|X|(V| is defined such that
Ay, = 1if there is an edge between nodes u and v, and A, , =0
otherwise. The node feature matrix is denoted as X € RI!VI*d,
where each row X, corresponds to the d-dimensional feature vector
of node v € V. For clarity, we summarize the main notations used in
this paper in Table 2, including graph-related symbols, community
and model variables, and internal mechanisms of the framework.

3.1 Problem Statement

In this work, we investigate the problem of cross-domain graph
transfer learning, with the goal of developing a unified framework
that jointly addresses both community search and detection tasks.
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Figure 2: Dataset Pre-processing.

Definition 3.1 (Community Search [23, 52]). Given a query set Q
containing one or more nodes per query, a graph G = (V, &), and
a target size r, community search (CS) aims to identify a query-
specific, cohesive subgraph of size r, as illustrated in Figure 1a.

Definition 3.2 (Community Detection [22, 44]). Given a graph
G = (V, &) and a predefined community number K, the goal of
community detection (CD) is to partition the node set into K subsets
{C1,Cy,...,Ck}, where each C; € V forms a densely connected
subgraph. For the disjoint CD task, each node is assigned to exactly
one community, i.e., C;NC; = O fori # j, corresponding to Figure 1b.
In contrast, the overlapping CD task allows a node to participate in
multiple communities, i.e., [{i : v € C;}| > 1 for anode v € V, as
shown in Figure 1c.

Based on the definitions above, CS identifies the top-r most rele-
vant nodes for each query, where r denotes the user-specified size
of the desired community. While for the CD task, a node belongs to
a single community in disjoint datasets and may belong to multiple
communities in overlapping datasets.

4 METHODOLOGY

In this section, we propose UniCom, a novel approach designed
to address the community search (CS) and community detection
(CD) tasks under a unified framework. As shown in Figure 3, the
overall pipeline of UniCom consists of Domain-aware Specialization
(DAS) and Universal Graph Learning (UGL), both regulated by a
prompting mechanism that incorporates cohesiveness to provide
task- and dataset-level guidance. The graph transformer in UGL
is fully tunable, while kept frozen in DAS to prevent catastrophic
forgetting. In the DAS stage, a domain adaptation prompt and a
feature projector bridge the source and target domains, aided by an
anchor node selector and a challenging node selector for effective
alignment. In addition, a fusion module is adopted to aggregate
multi-domain predictions, thereby supporting downstream tasks.

4.1 Domain-aware Specialization

Based on the pre-trained backbone neural networks, DAS aims to
transfer both semantic and topological knowledge across multiple
domains from source graphs {G;"¢, G;'°, ..., G; ¢}, i.e., graphs that
have been used for pre-training, to a target graph G'*", i.e., a graph
on which the downstream task is performed, thereby enabling
effective CS or CD. To clarify the DAS procedure, we decompose
it into the following five essential sections: Graph Augmentation
and Alignment, Graph Transformer Architecture, Community Task
Expert, Optimization, and Multi-domain Knowledge Fusion.
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Figure 3: Overview of UniCom. 1. In Universal Graph Learning (UGL), we pre-train multiple models in parallel using datasets
from different domains. 2. For Domain-aware Specialization (DAS), the pre-trained models are frozen, while anchor nodes
selected from pre-training datasets are transferred. 3. Finally, outputs from multiple models are fused for the downstream task.

4.2 Graph Augmentation and Alignment

4.2.1  Local Subgraph Construction. The local subgraphs provide
cohesive information around a node. However, the importance of
different hops can vary significantly across nodes. To fully capture
local subgraph information and adaptively select appropriate hop
numbers, we aim to strike a balance by introducing a conductance-
based subgraph extraction method.

Definition 4.1 (Conductance [2, 74]). Let G = (V, &) be a graph
and C C V be a community, the conductance of C is defined as:
cut(C,C)
min (deg(C), deg(é)) ’

where C =V \ C is the complement of C, cut (-, -) is the number of

Cond (G,C) = (1)

edges between nodes in C and nodes in C, and deg(+) denotes the
sum of degrees of all nodes within a given community.

We choose the subgraph induced by the multi-hop neighbors of
each given node that has the lowest conductance value as the aug-
mented local cohesive subgraph. This conductance-based method
achieves a balance between internal cohesion and external sep-
arability, thereby enabling the extraction of a meaningful local
subgraph for each given node from the graph.

4.2.2  Cohesive Subgraph Prompt. Existing works [9, 88] have pri-
marily focused on local neighborhood information for subgraph-
level augmentation, thereby limiting awareness of global cohesive-
ness. To provide cohesive information beyond multi-hop neighbors
for community members, we employ K-means [25] and Louvain [4]
to extract semantic and structural information for generating the
global cohesive subgraph prompt, composed of two parts: a fea-
ture prompt and a structure prompt. Specifically, K-means captures
semantic similarity for the former, while Louvain detects densely
connected patterns based on topology for the latter.

Let G = (V,&) be a graph with node features X € RIVIxd,
Applying K-means clustering to the node features yields C/¢% =

{C{eat’ c Cﬁ:tm }, where node v belongs to €/ Then the feature

prompt P{ ¢ ¢ RY for node v is constructed as:

feat _ 1
P = Xu. (2)
|C£eat| Z u

“eat
ueC{,

Similarly, for structure-level information, we adopt Louvain to
generate C**"¢ = {C3"°, .. .,Cf(”: }, where node v is assigned to

Cstre, Then the structure prompt P3"° € R of node v is defined as:

1
| S — Z X, ®3)

t
|C’sl rC| uecztrc

Subsequently, the conductance-augmented features are prompted
by cohesive subgraph prompts through concatenation:

Xcuh = Concat (Xaug’ Pfeat)Pstrc) € R\’V\med’ (4)

where X% denotes the conductance-augmented feature matrix
that incorporates features from each node and the corresponding
multi-hop neighbors. This design is analogous to prompt-based
language models [7], where external tokens are appended to in-
puts to provide task- and data-specific guidance. After prompting,
each node is associated with m token vectors, including the node
feature, representations from multi-hop neighbors, and two cohe-
sive subgraph prompts. The prompted feature matrix is denoted
as X°°", which incorporates both local neighborhood information
and global cohesive prompts, thus facilitating downstream learning.
The overall workflow for local subgraph construction and cohesive
subgraph prompting is delineated in Algorithm 1.

ExaMmPpLE 1. Given the graph shown in Figure 2, for node vy, its 1-
hop neighborhood contains nodes vy, v3, v4, and vs. The conductance of
the 1-hop local subgraph is thus ﬁ = % Similarly, the conductance
of the 2-hop local subgraph is 1. Since the conductance of the 1-hop
neighborhood is the lowest, it is selected as the local subgraph. We then
perform feature propagation to obtain the 0-hop and 1-hop feature
tokens for node vy, thus forming XZlu Y. The feature- and structure-level
partitions yield multiple communities, and CY°® and C5!"¢ refer to the
communities to which node vy belongs in each partition. Then le,vleat
and P3!™ are constructed according to Equation 2 and Equation 3.



Algorithm 1: Dataset Pre-processing,.

Input :Graph G = (V, &), adjacency matrix A, feature matrix X.
Output: Prompted cohesive subgraph feature matrix X",

1 A=D 1AD"%;

2 H={AX, A'X,...,A"X};

3 foro € V do
4 h < 0;
5 Cmin € ©0;

// Select the hop depth with minimum conductance.
6 fori=0,...,hdo

7 Determine the i-hop neighborhood C; of v;
8 ¢ « Cond(G, C;);
9 if ¢ < ¢pmin then hei Cmin < C;

10 X5 « Concat ('H[O]z,, ‘H[fl]a);
11 Compute P{feat (Eq. 2);

12 Compute P3¢ (Eq. 3);

5 | XSO — Concat (X,‘j”g, pleat, Pg"f);

14 return X©°%;

4.2.3 Domain Adaptation Prompt. To mitigate the distribution gap
between source and target domains, we propose a lightweight yet ef-
fective graph prompt learning method inspired by the “pre-training
and prompting” paradigm, which enables effective cross-domain
adaptation with learnable prompts while keeping the pre-trained
model frozen. Specifically, a set of shared and trainable basis prompt
vectors {Pib“s}fg is introduced, where Pib“s e R4, and N, denotes
the number of basis prompts [20]. For each node v and token po-
sition ¢, an adaptation prompt PZ fp is constructed as a weighted
combination of all basis prompt vectors:

Np
ad b
PP = wor PP, )
i=1

where «w,;; is a learnable attention weight indicating the impor-
tance of the i-th prompt for node v at position ¢. Then, the adapta-
tion prompt is integrated with the cohesiveness-aware features via
element-wise addition to obtain the prompted feature matrix X%,
Serving as a dual-channel bridge, the adaptation prompt aligns the
feature distribution across domains. However, challenges arising
from inconsistent feature dimensionality persist.

4.24 Feature Alignment. A projector is introduced between the
source and target graphs to align feature dimensions across domains
and enable effective knowledge transfer, formulated as:

Z = Proj (X“dp, 91?) , (6)

where Proj (-, 0,) is a learnable function parameterized by 6, for
example, a fully-connected layer or a multi-layer perceptron (MLP).
Compared with traditional dimensionality reduction techniques
such as Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), which overlook se-
mantic consistency across dimensions, the learnable projector is
designed to preserve and align informative features during transfer.

4.3 Graph Transformer Architecture

Following prior works [60, 80], we adopt a graph transformer to
efficiently capture long-range dependencies and obtain expressive
representations of graph-structured data. Unlike NAGphormer [9],
which solely relies on multi-hop node features, our method incor-
porates conductance-augmented features and cohesive subgraph
prompts as input. Moreover, the adaptation prompt and projector
are additionally introduced during the DAS stage prior to the graph
transformer. Given the projected feature matrix Z, we then obtain
the encoded node features as:

H=GT(z,0,), ™

where GT(-, 6;) denotes the graph transformer encoder with frozen
parameters 6, pre-trained in UGL. This graph encoder for UniCom
contains an initial layer that projects input to a hidden dimension,
followed by L transformer encoder layers. The transformer encoder
contains three major sub-modules: positional encoding, multi-head
attention, and feed-forward network. Specifically, given an input
embedding H! for node v at layer I, position encoding is first added
to the input embedding, following the approach of NAGphormer [9].
A single attention block is defined as:

. QK™
Attention (Q, K, V) = softmax ( e ) V. (8)
where Q, K, and V denote the query, key, and value matrices derived
from the input embeddings, and d/*1) is the dimensionality of the
attention space at layer [ + 1. The multi-head attention mechanism
consists of many parallel attention blocks. For each attention head
Head;, Q;, K;, and V; are obtained via linear projections, and atten-
tion is computed independently. The outputs from all heads are
then concatenated and passed through a learnable weight matrix
for aggregation, and the multi-head attention module is MHA(-).

In our implementation, we apply layer normalization (LN) [3] to
the input embeddings before the multi-head attention module, and
then apply another layer normalization followed by a feed-forward
network (FFN), both with residual connections:

H*Y = MHA (LN (HZ(,”)) +HY

Hy“) — FFN (LN (HZ(JIH) )) + HZ(,IH), ©)
where FFN is composed of two linear layers with a GELU [29] non-
linearity in between. After passing through L layers of transformer
blocks, we obtain the final node and community embeddings from
the output representation HL. Specifically, the embedding at the
first token position is used as the node-level representation, while
the remaining tokens correspond to the community-level represen-
tations. To ensure both representations have consistent dimensions
for computations, we apply a mean pooling operation over the
community-level tokens. The output embeddings are denoted as

Hrmode feom ¢ RIVIXd where d is the model output dimension.

4.4 Community Task Expert

For both CS and CD tasks, a combination of H™4% and H®™ is
used as the representation of all nodes, incorporating both node-
and community-level information. To identify the most relevant
community of size r for each query in the CS task, we introduce a



lightweight cross-attention mechanism to capture the interaction
between the query and graph nodes. Specifically, attention scores
between representations of nodes in the query set and all potential
nodes in the graph are computed. Then, top-r nodes from the graph
with the highest scores form the predicted community.

For the disjoint CD task, K-means clustering is employed as the
task expert on the encoded node representations to partition the
graph into communities. In contrast, the overlapping CD task in-
tends to produce a soft community affiliation matrix ¥ € RIVI*K|
where Y; j € [0,1] denotes the probability that node v; belongs to
community C;. In practice, we employ a single MLP with an activa-
tion function (e.g., ReLU) as the decoder to project the embeddings
to a target space matching the number of communities, thereby
producing community assignment scores for each node.

4.5 Optimization

4.5.1 Cross-domain Alignment. Previous methods [64, 84] typically
optimize for a single task-driven objective across both domain adap-
tation and task learning, which limits the quality of cross-domain
alignment. Moreover, others [79, 88] tend to bridge all source and
target samples jointly, which is computationally inefficient. To
guide the learning and refinement of the adaptation prompt and
projector while preserving efficiency, we propose representative
node selection strategies to emphasize key node features in both
source and target graphs. Specifically, we first perform clustering
(e.g., K-means) on source graphs to form pseudo-communities. The
centroids of these communities are regarded as a set of anchor
nodes with the most critical feature information, denoted as 8°"°.
For each target graph, motivated by hard sampling strategy [35],
we extract the most challenging nodes for alignment, i.e., those
whose projected features exhibit the lowest cosine similarity to the
augmented features of nodes in 8%, denoted as B'*".

Based on the selected representative nodes from both domains,
we optimize the adaptation prompt and the projector using Com-
munity Maximum Mean Discrepancy (CMMD), an MMD-inspired
objective [6] that enables effective domain alignment without re-
quiring labeled data. Specifically, the CMMD loss is defined as:

1

Lonmd = o707

t t
IBturIZ Z K(Zuar’zuslr)

wu’ eBtar

2
- |Bsre||Btar| Z

ueBtar yeBsre

K(Zf‘ar) erC)

1

+W Z k(X5 X009, (10)

v,0’ €BSTC

where k(-,-) denotes the Gaussian kernel function. The source
representation X°"° is derived by applying mean pooling to the node
features in 8°"¢ after cohesive subgraph prompting. Similarly, the
target representation Z*“" is computed by applying mean pooling
to the projected node features in B¢

4.5.2  Multi-task Learning. Beyond cross-domain alignment, we
introduce training objectives for multiple downstream tasks. For
the CS task, given a training dataset consisting of a query set Q and
the corresponding labels S, we optimize the trainable parameters
with binary cross-entropy loss, guided by per-query supervision.
The task-specific binary cross-entropy loss function is:

(@]
1 1 R R
-Ecs Z Z Yg.0 log (yq,v} + (1 - yq,v) IOg (1 - yq,v) 5
Qi q=1 |Sq| veSq

(11)
where 74, is the prediction score for node v given the g-th query
in @, and y, is the corresponding ground-truth label from S.

Disjoint CD aims to learn node embeddings that capture both fea-
ture and structural variations, enabling effective clustering. To en-
courage similar embeddings among intra-community nodes while
reducing similarity across communities, we retain the margin loss
and reconstruction loss from the pre-training stage for domain adap-
tation purposes, which will be formally introduced in Section 4.7.
Moreover, a pseudo-label-based refinement loss [76] is employed,
where high-quality labels are generated from nodes whose node-
and community-level embeddings are most similar to each other.
Specifically, the refinement loss is formulated as:

1 3 : node com : 2
Loa= ¢ ; E; (2 -2 sim (Hgode, HE™)) + |15 - diag($) 13,

' (12)
where Bf ?* denotes the subset of high-confidence nodes assigned
to the cluster i, selected based on the embedding cosine similarity
between H"% and H®™. § € RKXK is the inter-class similarity
matrix computed between the mean embeddings (centers) of each
cluster in the two views. The term ||S — diag(5)||§ removes the
diagonal elements and penalizes the off-diagonal similarities, en-
couraging better separation between different communities.

For the overlapping CD task, we follow [45, 50] by minimizing
the Bernoulli-Poisson negative log-likelihood, aligning community
memberships of connected nodes and separating unconnected pairs
based on the soft assignment matrix Y. The loss is defined as:

Loa=rer O ~log(1-ep(-e- V%)) + = Y ¥t
ocd €] (M%ZES g p u [€] (u%zeg u

(13)
where € serves as a small non-negative offset to stabilize the likeli-
hood function. Specifically, the first term increases the probability
that connected node pairs belong to the same community, while
the second term reduces the probability that unconnected node
pairs are assigned to the same community, based on the assignment
matrix ¥, thereby enhancing structural consistency.

4.5.3 Overall Objective Function. Building upon the pre-trained
models, we propose a framework that incorporates prompting and
projection mechanisms to adapt the target dataset features. Further-
more, a task-specific decoder is employed to facilitate interaction
between the learned knowledge and the downstream task. The
overall learning objective jointly optimizes both feature alignment
and task performance, which is formally defined as:

-Edas = Ltask + a-Ecmmd) (14)

where o > 0 is a trade-off parameter, and L,sx denotes the corre-
sponding task-specific objective (i.e., Lcs, Ldcd, 0 Locd)-



Algorithm 2: Domain-aware Specialization.

Input :Source graphs {G;"°, ..., G3'¢}, target graph G'%",
pre-trained models {GTy,...,GT,}.
Output: Task-specific prediction 7y;.
1 X' « Algorithm 1(G?%");
2 fori=1,...,ndo

3 X5T¢ « Algorithm 1(G;");

4 B;7¢ « AnchorNodeSelection (X;"¢);
5 while not converged do

6 X?dp — Xtar 4 Piadp;

7 Z; — Proji(X?dp, 0p.i);

8 Bit“’ < ChallengingNodeSelection(B;"¢, X{"¢, Z;);
9 Compute Leymd (Eq. 10);

10 H; « GTi(Z;,04,);

1 7; < CommunityTaskExpert(H;);
12 Compute Li,ek (Egs. 11, 12, 13);

13 Laas — Ltask + & Lemmds

14 B Update Piadp and 0, ; with Lyas;
15 X?dp — Xtar 4 Piad‘ﬂ;

16 Z; — Proji(X;‘dp, 0p.i);

17 H; « GTi(Z;,04.:);

18 | m; < CommunityTaskExpert(H;);

19 7oyt < Fusion(my,...,m,);

20 return myy;;

4.6 Multi-domain Knowledge Fusion

Finally, domain-specific structures and feature distributions in each
source dataset bias the model through transfer learning, causing
predictions to focus on different node regions. As a consequence,
relying on a single prediction may introduce bias and limit gen-
eralization to the target task. To alleviate biases and balance the
complementary inductive patterns captured by distinct pre-training
datasets, we apply a task-aware fusion approach under a unified
framework, combining the advantages of multiple predictions.
For the CS task, we compute the average prediction score from
all models for each node, and then select the top-r nodes with the
highest scores as the predicted community. To leverage transferred
knowledge for disjoint CD, we concatenate embeddings from all
domains and apply a task-specific expert for the final prediction.
For the overlapping CD task, we first align the multi-model predic-
tions via consistent label mapping to avoid mismatched community
indices across models, where the mapping is obtained by matching
each model’s probability matrix to that of the first model using
cosine similarity and the Hungarian algorithm. Next, we average
these matrices and apply a thresholding operation to transform soft
assignments into discrete community memberships. We further
demonstrate the full DAS pipeline as presented in Algorithm 2.

LEmMA 1 (R1sk REpucTioN WITH FusioN). For the multi-domain
knowledge fusion, the CS classification risk never exceeds that of each
individual prediction. The same monotonicity property applies to the
DCD joint distortion and the OCD self-supervised loss.

Lemma 1 provides theoretical support for the effectiveness of
multi-domain knowledge fusion, and the proof is given in Section 5.

4.7 Universal Graph Learning

Multi-domain transfer learning enables the acquisition of exten-
sive knowledge from diverse pre-training datasets. However, due
to the significant discrepancies in both feature distributions and
structural properties of graphs across domains, a single unified
model is prone to harmful cross-domain interference. Thus, we
train an expert model for each pre-training dataset to minimize the
information loss and preserve the independence of domain-specific
information. Practically, for each source dataset, we first generate
conductance-based subgraph features, which are subsequently aug-
mented with cohesive subgraph prompts, and then encoded with
the graph transformer to generate H"% and H®™. Moreover, we
aim to maximize the similarity between each node and its local and
global contexts, while minimizing that of unrelated pairs. Thus, we
introduce the margin triplet loss [49]:

1

Linar = W

S —max (o (H5o0e B - o (200 B 1 €, 0)
u,0eV

(15)
where o(+) is the activation function and € is the margin value.

In addition, relying on the adjacent matrix A from the edge set &,
the reconstruction loss is formulated as follows to encourage simi-
larity between connected node pairs while enforcing dissimilarity
between unconnected ones:

1
Lrec — |(V|2 Z (1 _ Au,v) (HgadeH;Jlode) _ Au,v (le‘wdeHzr)lode) .
u,0eV
(16)

The overall training objective of the UGL phase comprises both the
margin loss and the reconstruction loss:

Lugl = Loar + ﬁLrec: (17)

where f > 0 is the coeflicient to balance the importance of each ob-
jective function. These pre-trained models serve as the foundation
for the DAS stage, which leverages multi-domain knowledge to
support robust and transferable CS and CD across diverse graphs.

5 ANALYSIS

5.1 Effectiveness of Adaptation Prompt

We explain the effectiveness of prompt-based alignment by analyz-
ing the geometry of the frozen encoder GT(, ;) and establishing
the existence of a bridge graph G*! that connects the source and
downstream representations.

Following the existing work [62], the pre-trained GNN encoder
GT(-, 0,) is regarded as a surjective mapping from the graph set G
to the feature space RY. This property ensures that every valid rep-
resentation in R¢ can be obtained from at least one graph instance.
Given an input graph G'*" and its desired downstream representa-
tion C(G'?"), we consider C(G'®") € R? as the embedding vector
produced by the optimal downstream model for its corresponding
task. According to the surjectivity of GT(:, 0,), for this particular
C(G*r), there must exist a graph G”"* satisfying:

GT(G",6,) = C(G').



By definition, this G¥"* is an instance of the bridge graph G?"*.
Hence, the existence of G”"/ is guaranteed, demonstrating that the
downstream representation C(G'®") lies within the reachable space
of the frozen encoder GT(-, 6,). Therefore, for any given graph G**",
there always exists a bridge graph G%/, satisfying:

GT(G",6,) = C(G").
The adaptation prompt P?¥ aims to apply the transformation to
shift the G'%" towards the bridge region:

GT(PUP(G'™,0,),0,) ~ C(G'™).
Recent work [62] proves that for a multi-layer full-rank GNN, the
prompted output always takes the form:

GT(P*?(G'",6,),0,) =RV +cpT,
where RV is the transformed base embedding after L layers, p €
R4 denotes the prompt-induced direction that spans the entire
output space R‘i, and c is a non-negative coefficient vector (with
¢;>0and ||c|| > 0) that accumulates the prompt effect across layers.
Given this rank-one structure, we next show that the adaptation
prompt can reach the downstream target representation. Since RW

is fixed and the direction vector p spans R¢, modifying the prompt
parameters 0, effectively adjusts the coefficient vector ¢, which in
turn determines the rank-one update cp ' in the encoder’s output
space. Consequently, the term c¢p' enables shifting the embedding

along any direction in R, making the mapping

0, — GT(P™P (G, 0,),6,)

surjective onto R4, Since C (G'") lies in this space and, in addition,
GT(GP", 6y) = C(G*'*"), there exists some 0} such that

GT(P™P (G',0%),0,) = GT(G'", 0,) = C(G'™).
Hence, the adaptation prompt is capable of shifting G'*" to its
optimal bridge representation, completing the alignment.

5.2 Effectiveness of Multi-domain Fusion
5.2.1 Proof of Lemma 1. Across the CS task, DAS produces N

task-specific predictions {7, }i\’:l from different source-domain pre-
training paths. We adopt a simple averaging ensemble operator:

1 N
Tout = N Z Tn.
n=1

This formulation aggregates multiple domain-specific predictions
into a single fused output. Each model n € {1,..., N} outputs a
conditional probability distribution 7, (- | G, g). The task loss is:

R(r) =E(Gqy (—logn(y | G, q)),
where 7(y | G, q) is the predicted probability of the true label y,
with 7 representing any prediction under consideration, including
the individual prediction 7, and the fused prediction 7,,;. Since
—log(+) is a strictly convex function, Jensen’s inequality applied to
the uniform average 7o, = % Zle 7, yields:

N
1
~logour(y 1G.9) < 5 ), (~logma(y 1 G.9)

Taking expectation over (G, g, y) gives:

N
1
R(Tout) < 3 21 R (),

with strict inequality whenever the individual predictions {7, (y |
G, q)}}r:]:1 are not almost surely identical. Thus, the fusion in DAS
incurs no higher expected risk than the average single-domain
model and becomes better when the models provide complementary
probability estimates based on diverse pre-training domains.

The proof for the DCD task follows from the additive decomposi-
tion of the squared Euclidean distance across views, which replaces
convexity in the CS task and ensures that minimizing distortion in
the concatenated space reduces the joint distortion over all views.

The proof for the OCD task follows from Jensen’s inequality in
the same way as in the CS task, since the OCD loss is convex in the
similarity calculation YiTYj, exhibiting strict convexity on positive
pairs and reducing to a linear form on negative pairs.

5.3 Time Complexity Analysis

5.3.1 Pre-training. The time complexity of the 3 projection opera-
tions in the graph transformer is O (m x d) each, and this should
result in a total of O (m X d?). The dot products between the query
and key, and between the attention weights and value, should both
take O (m? x d). Hence, training the graph transformer with L lay-
ers and for t epochs over |V| nodes yields a total time complexity
of O (t X L X |V]|x (m x d? + m? x d)) Considering that ¢, L, and
m are all hyperparameters and d is a fixed integer representing the
dimension, the overall time complexity of the pre-training stage
grows linearly with respect to the number of nodes |V|.

5.3.2 Domain Adaptation. The time complexity of both weight
score calculation and adaptation prompt generation for each node
is O (m X N, x d). Then, we have the adaptation prompting time
complexity being O (|'V| x m x N, x d). The graph alignment pro-
cess with an L-layer MLP projector takes O (L X |'V| X m X d?) time
complexity. Then the total time for domain adaptation by running
t epochs is the sum of prompt adaptation and projection, which is
shown as O (t X |'V|xm xd X (N, + L x d)). Owing to its linear
time complexity depending on the number of graph nodes V|, this
design supports efficient and scalable deployment on large graphs.

5.3.3 Task Expert. For the CS task, the task expert is a lightweight
cross-attention layer, where we remove the W, Wy, and W, ma-
trices and directly use the query-level embedding and global node
embeddings for calculation, and the query-level embedding is de-
rived from the mean pooling of all node embeddings in a query.
The calculation of attention score is O (|'V| X d) and the calculation
of score—value multiplication is also O (|]'V| X d), given the time
complexity for a single search be O (|V| x d), thus the total search
time of CS task expert is O (|Q| X |V| x d).

The disjoint CD employs K-means as the task expert for com-
munity membership assignment, which has a time complexity of
O (|V| x|C| x d x t) when iterated for ¢ steps.

The overlapping CD employs a 2-layer MLP for calculating com-
munity scores, which projects node embeddings from the hidden
dimension d to the number of communities |C|. The time complex-
ity of this operation is O (|'V| X (d? + d x |C])).



Table 3: Statistics of Datasets.

Type | Dataset | #N | #E |#C| #F | OR | MLA
£ DBLP 17,716 | 105734 | 4 | 1,639 | - -
‘§ | Computers | 13,752 | 491,722 | 10 | 767 | - -
g Instagram 11,339 155,349 2 500 - -
9 WikiCS 11,701 | 431,726 | 10 | 300 | - -
& CoCS 18,333 | 163,788 | 15 | 6,805 | - -

Cora 2,708 | 10,556 | 7 |1433| - -
= CiteSeer 3,327 9,104 6 3,703 - -
3 Photo 7,650 | 238162 | 8 | 745 | - -
Z | PubMed | 19717 | 88648 | 3 | 500 | - -
[ Reddit 232,965 | 114M | 41 | 602 | - -

Products | 2,449,029 | 124M | 47 100 - -
£ FB107 1,046 | 54543 | 9 | 576 | 182 | 3
S FB1684 793 28,840 | 17 | 319 | 076 | 3
= FB1912 756 60,805 | 46 | 480 |34.52| 6
by cs 21,957 | 193,500 | 18 | 7,793 | 27.54 | 13
o ENG 14927 | 98,610 | 16 | 4,839 | 27.20 | 12

The CS task expert has time complexity proportional to the
query set size |@Q| and the number of nodes |V|, while the two CD
task experts witness the complexity grows linearly with respect to
both the number of nodes |V| and the number of communities |C]|,
verifying the overall efficiency and practicality.

6 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we report the results of comprehensive experiments
using 16 datasets from diverse domains and 22 competitive base-
lines, covering both CS and CD tasks, to demonstrate the effective-
ness and efficiency of our proposed methods.

6.1 Experimental Setup

6.1.1 Datasets. 16 datasets are used in the experiments. Evalua-
tion of UniCom is conducted on 11 real-world datasets, covering
citation networks [51, 78], social networks [24, 42], e-commerce
networks [12, 51], and academic networks [50]. Specifically, Cora,
CiteSeer, Photo, PubMed, Reddit, and Products are graphs with
disjoint communities, while FB107, FB1684, FB1912, CS, and ENG
are graphs with overlapping communities. Additionally, 5 datasets
from diverse domains [5, 32, 43, 51] are adopted as pre-training
sources. Detailed statistics, including the numbers of nodes, edges,
and communities, along with the node feature dimensions, for all
datasets are provided in Table 3. We further report Overlap Rates
(OR) and Max Label Affiliations (MLA) [52] on overlapping datasets
to quantify the extent of multi-community membership. Given the
ground-truth label assignment Y, where Y, denotes the set of com-
munities to which node v belongs, the OR measures the proportion
of nodes associated with more than one community:

LW
OR=— Y I(]Y, .
7 ; (Y| > 1) (18)

The MLA captures the maximum number of community affiliations
held by any node within the graph:

MLA = max|Y,|. (19)
veV

6.1.2  Data Splitting. For the CS task, UniCom handles single- and
multi-node queries (1-3 nodes). For training set generation, we
sample 20 queries per community on disjoint datasets, 30 random
queries on Facebook datasets, and use 5% of nodes as queries on
MAG datasets. For each training query, following COCLEP [37],
we have 3 positive nodes and 3 negative nodes randomly sampled
from ground-truth communities as weak supervision signals. We
set 100 test queries per dataset. For the CD task, following the
settings of CCGC [76] for disjoint datasets and NOCD [50] for
overlapping datasets, UniCom is trained in an unsupervised manner,
with ground-truth labels used solely for evaluation.

6.1.3  Baselines. To comprehensively evaluate the performance of
UniCom, we adopt different baseline methods for each task. For the
CS task, we compare UniCom against 4 algorithm-based meth-
ods: CST [14], CTC [33], OCS [13], and MKECS [1], and 4 state-
of-the-art GNN-based baselines: ICS-GNN [23], QD-GNN [34],
COCLEP [37], and SMN [52]. By adapting the task output mod-
ules, we further include 3 graph foundation models (GFMs):
GCOPE [88], SAMGPT [84], and MDGFM [64].

The evaluation of the disjoint CD task includes 2 traditional
methods: AutoEncoder (AE) [73] and DeepWalk [48], as well as
4 GNN-based models: CCGC [76], UCoDe [44], DyFSS [89], and
FPGC [72]. In addition, for the overlapping CD task, we adopted 2
traditional baselines, W-CPM [86] and BigCLAM [75], along with
4 GNN-based models, which are NOCD [50], DynaResGCN [45],
UCoDe [44], and SSGCAE [26]. Since the GFMs in the CS task are
tailored for supervised learning, we exclude them from the CD task.

6.1.4  Evaluation Metrics. Evaluations of CS and CD are conducted
with different metrics. For the CS task, we adopt 3 representative
metrics: F1-score (F1), Normalized Mutual Information (NMI), and
Jaccard Similarity (JAC). For the disjoint CD task, we adopt the F1
and NMI to evaluate the accuracy and community quality. Moreover,
the overlapping CD is evaluated with Overlapping Normalized
Mutual Information (ONMI) due to the inherent overlapping nature
of the communities, which makes traditional metrics inapplicable.
To ensure fair and robust evaluation, we run each experiment
5 times and report the average performance, which mitigates the
effects of randomness in model initialization and data sampling.

6.1.5 Implementation Details. For the DAS phase, we train UniCom
with a learning rate selected from the range [0.0001,0.01]. The
maximum number of hops for conductance augmentation is 5 by
default. The loss balancing coefficient « is searched within the range
[0.01,1.00]. We use the pre-trained model with a 3-dimensional
positional encoding on most datasets, except for Reddit, Products,
CS, and ENG, which use a 10-dimensional positional encoding.

Within the UGL phase, UniCom is pre-trained for 100 epochs
with early stopping. The maximum number of hops used in con-
ductance augmentation is set to 5 by default. The loss balancing
coefficient f is set to 0.1. The batch size equals the number of nodes
and is set to 4000 when out-of-memory (OOM) issues arise. By de-
fault, we use a single-layer graph transformer with a 3-dimensional
positional encoding on all pre-training datasets, configured with a
512-dimensional hidden size, 8 attention heads, and a dropout rate
of 0.1. However, the dimensionality of positional encoding can be
increased for larger datasets to enhance model capacity.



Table 4: Performance of CS on Disjoint Datasets.

Method Cora CiteSeer PubMed Photo Reddit Products Avg
F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC +/-
CST 4339 31.86 27.70 | 38.61 28.69 23.93 | 69.46 59.38 53.21 | 70.94 59.02 54.97 | 4433 36.96 28.48 | 67.39 60.57 50.82 |-35.13%
OCS 46.92 36.61 30.65 | 35.33 27.15 21.46 | 56.55 47.42 39.42 | 23.09 17.92 13.05 - - - - - - -51.98%
CTC 33.62 2490 20.21 | 32.22 24.23 19.20 | 56.42 47.22 39.30 | 63.60 51.88 46.63 | 15.52 12.84 8.41 | 61.36 54.67 44.25 |-45.87%
MKECS | 44.50 32.84 28.62 | 38.32 28.62 23.70 | 69.21 59.13 52.92 | 71.07 59.15 55.12 | 41.72 34.70 26.36 | 57.76 51.24 40.61 |-37.03%
ICS-GNN | 60.33 45.98 43.31 | 52.88 40.19 36.00 | 89.61 82.44 81.22 | 93.52 87.02 87.85 | 73.87 64.75 58.56 | 57.74 51.23 40.61 | -18.61%
QD-GNN | 65.95 51.10 49.19 | 52.11 39.43 35.24 | 60.41 50.83 43.77 | 25.11 19.47 14.36 - - - - - - -42.69%
COCLEP | 80.31 66.79 67.53 | 44.98 33.76 29.40 | 90.23 83.25 82.20 | 94.88 89.18 90.27 - - - - - - -13.88%
SMN 84.75 72.01 73.59 | 77.27 63.55 62.99 | 87.02 79.03 77.05 | 91.33 83.62 84.10 | 84.97 77.22 7391 | 71.42 64.68 55.73 | -6.55%
GCOPE | 83.49 7031 71.66 | 75.34 61.48 60.56 | 90.93 84.23 83.39 | 94.32 88.24 89.25 - - - - - - -5.51%
SAMGPT | 80.32 66.50 67.23 | 77.06 63.31 62.71 | 91.13 84.49 83.71 | 93.76 87.30 88.25 - - - - - - -6.13%
MDGFM | 75.66 61.04 60.85 | 71.14 56.97 55.24 | 80.23 72.11 69.04 | 93.51 86.91 87.81 - - - - - - -12.40%
UniCom | 93.83 85.73 88.39|77.71 64.04 63.57 |94.51 89.51 89.61|94.45 8844 89.49 |89.72 83.17 81.35|76.57 69.98 62.04| -
Table 5: Performance of CS on Overlapping Datasets.
Method FB107 FB1684 FB1912 CS ENG Avg
F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI  JAC F1 NMI JAC +/-
CST 54.01 42.23  37.00 73.15 59.58  57.67 55.31 42,51  38.22 38.90 28.78  24.15 33.62 2395 20.21 | -31.23%
OCs 30.35 23.04 17.89 | 40.71  30.60 2556 | 4949 38.09 3288 | 26.99 2042 15.60 | 50.60 40.02 33.87 | -41.44%
CTC 36.66  27.95 2244 | 5793 4495 40.78 | 50.75 38.63 34.00 | 32.81 24.14 19.62 | 2994 21.24 17.61 | -33.30%
MKECS 53.90 42.13  36.89 73.24  59.68 57.78 55.07 4231 38.00 3529  26.02 21.43 31.69 2251 18.83 | -32.20%
ICS-GNN | 70.69 57.82  54.67 90.03 80.41 81.89 | 78.65 6549 64.82 | 4095 30.38 25.75 42.77  30.78  27.22 | -17.03%
OD-GNN | 7744 65.03 63.20 | 81.05 73.26 73.82 | 80.16 67.24 66.89 | 52.54 39.78 35.67 | 61.73 46.48 44.64 | -11.25%
COCLEP | 7130 5846 5542 | 91.54 82.73 8442 | 8142 68.80 68.71 | 66.24 52.06 49.53 | 69.88 54.25 53.70 -5.95%
SMN 70.07 57.21 5396 | 83.87 7195 72.24 | 7698 63.61 62.60 | 72.66 5851 57.09 | 7691 61.74 62.51 -6.39%
GCOPE 71.62  58.78  55.80 90.36  80.91 82.44 | 78.84 65.72  65.09 65.94 51.77 49.20 | 69.33 53.70  53.06 -7.01%
SAMGPT | 72.71 59.91 57.13 90.72  81.43  83.02 79.65 66.64 66.18 71.08  56.86  55.15 70.99 5538  55.03 -5.05%
MDGFM | 72.58 59.78 56.98 | 8591 74.59 75.31 | 78.11 64.89 64.11 | 65.37 51.22 4856 | 64.56 49.10 47.68 -9.26%
UniCom | 81.00 69.14 68.09 | 92.21 83.77 85.56 | 81.63 69.02 68.98 | 74.85 60.82 59.81 | 77.40 62.27 63.13 -
Table 6: Performance of CD on Disjoint Datasets. 6.2 Effectiveness Evaluation
Method ‘ Cora ‘ Photo ‘ Reddit ‘ Avg The main effectiveness evaluation for CS and CD tasks is conducted
FI  NMI | F1  NMI NMI i on 11 downstream datasets, using DBLP, Computers, and Instagram
AE ‘ 47.58  28.36 ‘ 27.63  20.55 ‘ 16.30 2791 ‘ -44.16% for pre-training. The results are illustrated in Table 4 and Table 5 for
DeepWalk | 62.49  44.02 | 72.21 6942 | 73.13 8447 | -4.59% CS, and in Table 6 and Table 7 for CD, respectively. The best results
CCGC | 5856 52.27 | 65.68 64.62 - - -8.24% are highlighted in bold, while the second-best ones are underlined.
UCoDe | 62.39  56.24 | 47.72  50.20 - - -14.39% Missing values denote Out-of-Memory (OOM) or runs that failed
DyFSS 67.34 5430 | 73.19 71.22 - - -2.01% finish o luati ithi d
FPGC 7310 57.76 | 69.45 62.83 R R 22749 to finish training or evaluation within 7 days.
i .Th f i {f Uni i
UniCom | 7343 5629 | 7438 7000 | 7457 8459 | - Community Search. The performance comparison of UniCom against

Table 7: Performance of CD on Overlapping Datasets.

Method | FB107 | FB1684 | FB1912 ENG | Avg
ONMI | ONMI | ONMI ONMI ONMI | +/-
W-CPM 843 | 2222 | 1237 -19.21%
BigCLAM | 1423 | 33.99 | 3371 -6.24%
NOCD 11.85 | 33.09 | 39.32 | 46.09 | 39.75 | -3.08%
DynaResGCN | 15.69 | 40.84 | 40.60 | 41.60 | 37.51 | -1.85%
UCoDe 1241 | 3683 | 3564 |46.16 | 33.63 | -4.17%
SSGCAE | 15.07 | 37.05 | 2556 | 31.23 | 3043 | -9.23%
UniCom | 17.34 | 42.21 | 4111 | 44.26 | 4059 | -

All experiments for UniCom are conducted on a server equipped
with an Intel Xeon 6248R CPU (512 GB RAM) and NVIDIA RTX
A5000 GPUs, providing a consistent computational setup for repro-
ducible performance comparison across all methods.

11 baselines is reported in Table 4 and Table 5 for disjoint and
overlapping CS, respectively. The results show that UniCom out-
performs all baselines on most datasets and ranks second on the
rest. Moreover, the lightweight design enables UniCom to scale
to large datasets without incurring OOM issues. Compared with
4 algorithm-based methods that overlook the pivotal role of
node features, UniCom incorporates both structure- and feature-
level information and outperforms CST (the best algorithm-based
baseline) by 35.13% for disjoint CS and 31.23% for overlapping CS.
Compared with GNN-based baselines, UniCom achieves an aver-
age improvement of at least 6.55% for disjoint CS, and more than
5.95% for overlapping CS. The result evidences the effectiveness of
aggregating knowledge from multiple pre-training domains. Ad-
ditionally, UniCom outperforms all GFMs on the CS task across
all datasets, achieving an average improvement of over 5.51% on
disjoint datasets and 5.05% on overlapping datasets, demonstrating
the importance of incorporating cohesive information.
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Figure 5: Training Time of Community Search and Detection.

Community Detection. We report the disjoint CD performance of
UniCom in Table 6. Across 3 benchmark datasets, UniCom consis-
tently achieves the highest F1-score. Notably, existing state-of-the-
art GNN-based models often encounter OOM issues when being
applied to large-scale datasets such as Reddit. In contrast, UniCom
is explicitly designed for scalability, enabling adaptation on large
graphs without compromising performance. Table 7 demonstrates
the performance of UniCom on the overlapping CD task, evaluated
on 5 benchmark datasets. UniCom surpasses all baseline methods
on 4 out of 5 datasets, with an average improvement ranging from
1.85% to 9.23% over all GNN-based baselines.

Overall, UniCom delivers consistently superior performance
across all tasks compared with existing methods, which typically
lack either multi-dataset knowledge or cohesive information. This
demonstrates the advantages of a cohesiveness-aware unified frame-
work with minimal task-specific designs while enabling consistent
representation learning across diverse domains.

6.3 Efficiency Evaluation

Figure 4 shows the total online searching time of 100 queries for
all baselines and UniCom. Traditional methods generally exhibit
lower search time due to their non-learning nature. However, on
graphs with high average degrees (e.g., Reddit), they suffer from
a dramatic escalation in search time. Compared with GNN-based
methods and GFMs, UniCom has the top-3 fastest online search-
ing time on most datasets. Notably, UniCom achieves significantly
better searching efficiency than ICS-GNN across all datasets. More-
over, it is on average 86.55X and 30.24X faster than QD-GNN and
COCLEP, respectively. Compared with SMN and GFMs, UniCom
also demonstrates comparable or even higher efficiency.

Figure 5a compares the CS training time of UniCom with all
GNN-based baselines. Since traditional community search methods
do not require offline training, we only report the offline training
time of the GNN-based approaches and GFMs. UniCom may require
multiple offline training runs depending on the number of pre-
training datasets used. However, because these training runs can be
executed in parallel on multiple GPUs, we report the longest single

training run as the offline training cost of UniCom. In general,
UniCom achieves substantially shorter training time than most
selected baselines, including ICS-GNN, QD-GNN, COCLEP, and all
GFMs, while being slightly slower than SMN.

Based on the results in Figure 5b and Figure 5c, UniCom demon-
strates highly efficient training in both disjoint and overlapping
community detection tasks. Notably, on the Reddit dataset, Uni-
Com is the only GNN-based method that completes community
detection without encountering OOM errors, all while keeping the
training time within a practical range. Total training time for over-
lapping community detection supports that UniCom exhibits stable
efficiency across 5 overlapping datasets, with particularly minimal
training time for large MAG datasets.

6.4 Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies by comparing the performance of Uni-
Com and 4 variants on both CS and CD tasks across disjoint and
overlapping datasets to evaluate the contribution of each compo-
nent. Specifically, “w/o Pre-train” is a variant that replaces the
multi-domain pre-training with task-specific fine-tuning. “w/o Fu-
sion” is a variant that removes the multi-domain knowledge fusion
module and is pre-trained solely on the DBLP dataset. Additionally,
“w/o Coh Prompt” and “w/o Adp Prompt” indicate the removal of the
cohesive subgraph prompt and adaptation prompt, respectively. The
experiments are conducted on 6 datasets covering different tasks
to assess the effectiveness of each component comprehensively.
The results are illustrated in Table 8. Overall, the full model
consistently attains superior and robust performance across all
tasks and evaluation metrics, with each component contributing
complementarily. The pre-training and adaptation prompt modules
yield the most significant performance gain, highlighting the crucial
role of knowledge transfer in subgraph-level tasks. The effect is
particularly evident in CD tasks, where transferred knowledge
compensates for the absence of supervision. These observations
further prove the necessity of building a unified model for CS and
CD. Moreover, the results also indicate that the fusion module and
cohesive subgraph prompt offer stable benefits across diverse tasks,



Table 8: Ablation Study on Community Search and Detection.

Method PubMed-CS CS-CS Cora-CD Photo-CD FB1684-CD | FB1912-CD

F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI JAC F1 NMI F1 NMI ONMI ONMI
w/o Pre-train 92.30 86.17 85.71 71.98 57.78 56.22 65.31 50.81 57.98 43.75 28.71 37.31
w/o Fusion 92.86 87.07 86.74 73.32 59.19 57.88 72.53 55.09 71.66 63.53 40.36 40.30
w/o Coh Prompt 93.44 87.88 87.71 72.77 58.61 57.20 55.23 42.93 72.74 69.13 40.38 40.22
w/o Adp Prompt 91.81 85.46 84.86 72.86 58.70 57.31 37.59 26.66 59.97 52.99 31.96 40.75
Full Model ‘ 94.51 89.51 89.61 74.85 60.82 59.81 73.43 56.29 74.38 70.00 42.21 41.11
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Figure 6: Hyper-parameter Analysis.

underscoring the value of cross-domain knowledge integration and
the efficacy of cohesiveness guidance for community-level tasks.

6.5 Hyper-parameter Analysis

In this section, we systematically evaluate the performance of Uni-
Com under various configurations, including the trade-off parame-
ter «, the number of basis prompts for adaptation, and the number of
pre-training graphs adopted in the UGL phase. These experiments
aim to provide a comprehensive analysis of how each factor influ-
ences the model’s effectiveness and to illuminate the robustness
and applicability of the proposed approach.

6.5.1 Trade-off Parameter . We investigate the impact of the trade-
off parameter « during the model adaptation stage, and evaluate
values 0f 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, and 1, where « is used to balance the task
loss and the CMMD loss. As illustrated in Figure 6a and Figure 6d,
UniCom exhibits varying performance as o changes. In most cases,
such as CS on the PubMed and FB1684 datasets, and CD on the Cora
and CS datasets, the best results are achieved when « lies within a
moderate range (0.05 to 0.5). Furthermore, the overall performance
remains stable and competitive across the entire evaluated range.

6.5.2  Number of Basis Prompts for Adaptation. Figure 6b and Fig-
ure 6e present the performance of UniCom under different numbers
of basis prompts (1, 5, 10, 20, 50, and 100). The results indicate that
UniCom maintains strong and competitive performance across all
configurations while introducing only a small number of learnable
parameters. The best results are generally achieved with 5 to 50
prompts. These observations indicate that simply increasing the

number of tunable parameters does not necessarily enhance perfor-
mance, and that finding an appropriate balance is more important.

6.5.3  Number of Pre-training Datasets. To evaluate how the num-
ber of pre-training graphs affects the performance of UniCom, we
progressively incorporate 1 to 5 pre-training datasets as listed in
Table 3 and evaluate the results on all datasets and tasks. As shown
in Figure 6c and Figure 6f, UniCom generally achieves the best
performance when 2 to 4 pre-training datasets are utilized. As the
number of pre-training datasets increases, the model performance
gradually approaches a plateau, beyond which performance no
longer improves. This validates the data efficiency of UniCom, indi-
cating that using only a limited number of pre-training datasets is
sufficient to achieve optimal performance.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we address the long-standing gap between community
search and detection by introducing UniCom, a unified framework
for enhancing multi-domain knowledge transferability targeting
both tasks across diverse downstream datasets. Our work leverages
aDomain-aware Specialization (DAS) module, supported by Univer-
sal Graph Learning (UGL), both of which incorporate cohesiveness
to capture structural and semantic information at local and global
levels, while alignment is further strengthened through an adap-
tation prompt and a lightweight projector. UniCom demonstrates
effectiveness and efficiency across multiple tasks, as validated by
extensive experiments on 16 datasets and comparisons against 22
baselines. The generalizability reveals its potential to serve as a
foundation model for a wide range of subgraph-level tasks.
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