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ABSTRACT
Training Graph Neural Networks(GNNs) on a large monolithic
graph presents unique challenges as the graph cannot fit within a
single machine and it cannot be decomposed into smaller discon-
nected components. Distributed sampling-based training distributes
the graph across multiple machines and trains the GNN on small
parts of the graph that are randomly sampled every training iter-
ation. We show that in a distributed environment, the sampling
overhead is a significant component of the training time for large-
scale graphs. We propose FastSample which is composed of two
synergistic techniques that greatly reduce the distributed sampling
time: 1) a new graph partitioningmethod that eliminates most of the
communication rounds in distributed sampling , 2) a novel highly
optimized sampling kernel that reduces memory movement during
sampling. We test FastSample on large-scale graph benchmarks
and show that FastSample speeds up distributed sampling-based
GNN training by up to 2x with no loss in accuracy.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Graphs are the natural representation for many types of real-world
data. Recommendation graphs [1], knowledge graphs [2], andmolec-
ular graphs [3] are few examples of graph-structured data where
we need to extract high-level semantic information about the graph
nodes, the graph links, or the whole graph. Graph Neural Net-
works (GNNs) have emerged as a highly-accurate deep-learning
based solution for solving graph-related tasks [4–6]. The nature
of graph data, however, introduces many unique challenges when
training GNNs on large graphs. Large graphs with millions of nodes
and billions of edges, together with their node and edge features,
cannot typically fit within the memory of a single machine. Dis-
tributed training is thus the natural approach to handle graphs of
this size [7–9]. In domains such as computer vision or natural lan-
guage processing, it is often straightforward to split the data across
several machines and train in a distributed data-parallel manner.
The same cannot be easily done for graph data. The interconnected
nature of the graph results in data dependencies between different
machines no matter how we partition the graph [10]. Therefore,
in addition to parameter gradients, graph data also has to be pe-
riodically communicated between the different machines in each
training iteration [11].

Distributed GNN training falls into two main categories: full-
graph (or full-batch) training [9, 12, 13], and sampling-based (or
mini-batch) training [7, 8]. In full-graph training, the GNN is trained

on the entire distributed graph at once, while in sampling-based
training, random subgraphs of the full graph are sampled each
training iteration and the GNN is trained on these graph samples.
While sampling-based training has many advantages such as a
reduced memory footprint that makes it more practical for larger
graphs [14], and faster convergence due to the multiple weight
updates per epoch [15, 16], the graph sampling operation can often
consume a significant portion of the training time [17]. Unlike
mini-batching of i.i.d (Independent and identically distributed) data
sources such as images or segments of text, graph mini-batching is
computationally intensive as graph sampling involves traversing
the graph to construct a random sub-graph [18]. We will show
that the graph sampling overhead is significant in both single-node
and distributed GNN training scenarios. The sampling overhead
is more pronounced when working with distributed graphs as the
sampling routines in each worker would typically need to traverse
the graph across the graph partition boundaries. Distributed graph
sampling thus requires several communication rounds to exchange
vertex neighborhood information between the different machines
hosting the graph partitions, which can slow down the sampling
operation [7, 8].

In this paper, we present two synergistic techniques to address
the issues outlined above and obtain dramatic improvements in
time to convergence when running distributed sampling-based
GNN training. Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We present a highly optimized fused graph sampling kernel
that is up to 2x faster than the highly efficient kernels in
the popular Deep Graph Library (DGL)GNN package [19].

• We observe that in many practical large-scale graphs, the
size of the graph topology (the adjacency matrix) is often
minuscule compared to the size of the graph’s node features.
Motivated by that, we describe a hybrid partitioning scheme
that only partitions the node features across the training
machines. This leads to a significant reduction in the num-
ber of communication rounds in distributed sampling-based
training, boosting performance by up to 1.5x.

We built a complete software library, FastSample, that imple-
ments these two techniques. We built the library on top of DGL.
The ideas in FastSample, however, can be used to accelerate any
other GNN framework.

2 RELATEDWORK
GNN training is typically done using open-source libraries such as
DGL [19] or PyG [20]. There has been several efforts that build on
top of these libraries to enable scalable distributed GNN training:
DistDGL [7] builds on top of DGL by introducing a distributed
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sampling-based training pipeline backed up by a communication
backend that uses RPC(Remote Procedure Calls). DistDGLv2 [8]
improves on DistDGL using better load balancing and mini-batch
generation heuristics. Quiver [21] scales up PyG model inference
to multi-GPU settings and uses dynamic heuristics to decide ten-
sor placements and task allocations between the CPU and GPU.
GraphLearn (formerly known asAligraph) [22] is a high-performance
distributed training system that uses smart neighbor caching to
reduce communication in the distributed sampling step.

An extensive body of work looks at accelerating sampling-based
GNN training in shared memory systems. These approaches, such
as WholeGraph [14], Zero-copy [23], and NeuGraph [24], however,
cannot scale to graphs that cannot realistically fit within the main
memory of a single machine. A related approach is to replicate the
full graph data (topology and features) across all machines and only
synchronize gradients in each iteration [25]. This approach also
does not scale. A work that bears some similarities to our hybrid
partitioning scheme is P3 [26] which splits the node feature between
machines along the feature dimension. Our scheme, instead, splits
along the node dimension and ensures that each machine stores
the node features of the seed nodes allocated to it.

Accelerating graph sampling is an important problem. Several
approaches have been proposed to bias the random neighborhood
sampling operator to encourage node reuse during sampling [8, 16].
Some Hybrid CPU-GPU approaches use two-step sampling where a
large number of nodes is sampled on CPUs, which are then further
sampled on GPUs to produce the graph minibatch [27, 28]. These
approaches, however, do not optimize the core sampling operation
itself like what we do in the present work using our fused sampling
kernel.

3 METHODS
3.1 Preliminaries
Let𝐺 (V, E) be a graph whereV is the set of nodes and E ⊂ V×V
the set of edges. The input node features of node 𝑖 are ℎ0

𝑖
and the

feature vector of the edge from node 𝑗 to node 𝑖 is 𝑒 𝑗𝑖 . Let ℎ𝑙𝑖 be
the feature vector of node 𝑖 at layer 𝑙 , the GNN layer equations for
𝑙 = 1, . . . , 𝐿, where 𝐿 is the number of GNN layers, are given by:

𝑚𝑙
𝑗→𝑖 = 𝑓𝑚𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 (ℎ𝑙−1𝑖 , ℎ𝑙−1𝑗 , 𝑒 𝑗𝑖 ;𝜃𝑙 ) (1)

ℎ𝑙𝑖 = 𝑓𝑛𝑜𝑑𝑒 (ℎ𝑙−1𝑖 , 𝐴𝑔𝑔({𝑚𝑙
𝑗→𝑖 : 𝑗 ∈ N (𝑖)});𝜙

𝑙 ), (2)

where 𝑓𝑚𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒 and 𝑓𝑛𝑜𝑑𝑒 are general functions whose learnable
parameters at layer 𝑙 are 𝜃𝑙 and 𝜙𝑙 , respectively. N(𝑖) is the neigh-
borhood of node 𝑖 in the graph, and𝑚 𝑗→𝑖 are messages from node
𝑗 to an adjacent node 𝑖 . 𝐴𝑔𝑔 is a permutation-invariant aggregation
operator such as 𝑠𝑢𝑚 or𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛. In node classification tasks, a subset
of the nodes,V𝐶 ⊂ V , is labeled and the labels are given during
training. The goal of training is to minimize the prediction error on
these labeled nodes. More precisely, for an 𝐿-layer GNN, the goal
of training is to minimize the empirical loss:

L =
∑︁

𝑣∈V𝐶

ℓ

(
ℎ𝐿𝑣 , 𝑦𝑣)

)
, (3)

where 𝑦𝑣 is the label of node 𝑣 and ℓ is a standard classification loss
such as the cross-entropy loss.

In an 𝐿-layer GNN, we need the 𝐿-hop neighborhood of node 𝑣
in order to produce the output at that node: ℎ𝐿𝑣 . For 𝐿 as low as 2 or
3, the sizes of these neighborhoods can become prohibitively large,
a phenomenon known as the neighborhood explosion problem.
Graph sampling is a standard approach to address this issue: instead
of working with the full 𝐿-hop neighborhood, we sample a subset
of the 𝐿-hop neighborhood and use this subsampled neighborhood
during training. More precisely, for an 𝐿-layer GNN, we randomly
pick a minibatch of training nodes B ≡ V𝐿 ⊂ V𝐶 and recursively
sample their neighborhoods as follows for 𝑙 = 𝐿, . . . , 1:

E𝑙−1 =
⋃
𝑣∈V𝑙

𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒_𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒𝑠 (𝑣, 𝑁𝑙 ) (4)

V𝑙−1 = {𝑣 : ∃𝑢 such that 𝑒𝑣𝑢 ∈ E𝑙−1} (5)

𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒_𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒𝑠 (𝑣, 𝑁𝑙 ) randomly samples 𝑁𝑙 incoming edges to node
𝑣 . 𝑁𝑙 is an important hyper-parameter known as the sampling
fanout. There are other more complex sampling operators [15, 16,
29]. However, in this paper, we focus on the random neighborhood
sampling operator outlined above as it is the one widely used in
practice.

After sampling, we construct 𝐿 bi-partite graphs, where the
graph at layer 𝑙 is G𝑙 = (V𝑙−1,V𝑙 ; E𝑙−1). The graph at layer 𝑙
has edges E𝑙−1 from source nodesV𝑙−1 to target nodesV𝑙 . These
bi-partite graphs are also known as Message Flow Graphs (MFGs).
GNN layer 𝑙 is applied to G𝑙 and the output features for the nodes
V𝑙 are used as the input features of the source nodes of G𝑙+1

3.2 Fused sampling
The sampling operation has to be as efficient as possible as it is
repeated every training iteration. Figure 1 illustrates the steps in-
volved in sampling the graph for a 2-layer GNN in the DGL library.
As described in the previous section, the sampling operation has to
be executed 𝐿 times for an 𝐿-layer GNN. Sampling level 𝑙 involves
two steps:

(1) Sampling the neighbors of the seed nodesV𝑙

(2) Casting the resulting graph from step 1 as a bi-partite graph,
G𝑙 , and reordering the node indices so that they are con-
tiguous.

In DGL, both steps produce a graph in COO (COOrdinate) format.
The preferred format for GNNs is CSC (Compressed Sparse Column)
as it allows us to fetch a node’s neighbors in O(1), i.e, independently
of the size of the graph. We thus need an additional step to convert
from the sampled graph from the COO to the CSC format. The two
formats are illustrated in Fig. 2.

The conventional 2-step approach that is applied at each sam-
pling level involves many redundant memory movements to write
the output of step 1 in COO format to memory and then read it
again to compact it and convert it to CSC format. Moreover, some
information that is easily accessible in step 1 has to be re-computed
in step 2 such as the number of sampled neighbors of each seed
nodes (which can be less than the sampling fanout if the node has
few neighbors).

A CSC matrix A is defined by the 2-tuple A ≡ (𝑅,𝐶) where
𝑅 and 𝐶 are the row pointer vector, and column indices vector,
respectively. See Fig. 2 for the definition of 𝑅 and 𝐶 . Algorithm
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1 describes our fused sampling kernel which is applied at every
sampling level to yield the CSC matrix for the bi-partite graph
at that level as well as the seed nodes for the next level down.
Our kernel avoids the overhead of creating the intermediate COO
representation. It also constructs half of the CSC representation (the
𝑅 vector) practically for free during the actual sampling loop, and by
sampling straight into the CSC format, it avoids the expensive COO
to CSC conversion. Our implementation is able to parallelize the
two For loops in the algorithm and the resulting kernel accelerates
sampling by a large margin compared to vanilla DGL sampling.

Algorithm 1 Fused sampling algorithm

Inputs: Graph adjacency in CSC format: A ≡ (𝑅𝐺 ,𝐶𝐺 )
Inputs: Unique seed nodes :V𝑙

Inputs: Sampling fanout : 𝑁𝑙

𝑅𝑙 = 𝑧𝑒𝑟𝑜𝑠 ( |V𝑙 | + 1) ⊲ zero vector of size |V𝑙 | + 1
𝑆𝑙 = 𝑒𝑚𝑝𝑡𝑦_𝑙𝑖𝑠𝑡
for 𝑖 := 0 to |V𝑙 | do

𝑣 ←V𝑙 [𝑖]
⊲ Choose at most 𝑁𝑙 neighbors of 𝑣
𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑 ← 𝐶ℎ𝑜𝑜𝑠𝑒 (𝐶𝐺 [𝑅𝐺 [𝑣] : 𝑅𝐺 [𝑣 + 1]];𝑁𝑙 )
𝑆𝑙 .𝑒𝑥𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑑 (𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑)
𝑅𝑙 [𝑖 + 1] ← 𝑅𝑙 [𝑖] + |𝑆𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑 |

end for
𝑀 = 𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑙 ( |𝑅𝐺 |,−1) ⊲ vector of size |𝑅𝐺 | filled with -1
𝐶𝑙 = 𝑧𝑒𝑟𝑜𝑠 ( |𝑆𝑙 |)
V𝑙−1 = 𝑒𝑚𝑝𝑡𝑦_𝑙𝑖𝑠𝑡
𝑖𝑑𝑥 = 0
for 𝑖 := 0 to |𝑆𝑙 | do

𝑣 ← 𝑆𝑙 [𝑖]
if 𝑀 [𝑣] == −1 then
V𝑙−1 .𝑎𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑 (𝑣)
𝑀 [𝑣] ← 𝑖𝑑𝑥

𝑖𝑑𝑥 ← 𝑖𝑑𝑥 + 1
end if
𝐶𝑙 [𝑖] ← 𝑀 [𝑣]

end for
return 𝐶𝑆𝐶𝑀𝑎𝑡𝑟𝑖𝑥 (𝑅𝑙 ,𝐶𝑙 ),V𝑙−1

3.3 Distributed sampling and hybrid
partitioning

In a distributed setting, we partition the graph across multiple
machines. We consider edge-cut partitioning. Each worker stores
one graph partition which comprises the partition node features
as well as all incoming edges to the partition nodes from all other
partitions. As illustrated in Fig. 3, each machine independently
samples seed nodes from the local partition, then independently
samples the neighbors of these seed nodes. This can be done locally
as each machine knows the neighbors of its local nodes (but not
their features). All sampling levels below the top level, however,
require machines to communicate. That is because each machine
might need to sample the neighbors of nodes that are not in its
local partition.

In general, for each sampling level after the top level, we would
require two communication rounds, one roundwhere machines sub-
mit their sampling requests to other machines, and one roundwhere
machines reply to each other with the the result of the sampling
requests. For 𝐿-level sampling, we thus need 2(𝐿 − 1) communica-
tion rounds to sample the graph. Since the graph features are also
partitioned, two additional communication rounds are needed at
the end for machines to exchange the input features of the sampled
graph, bringing the total number of communication rounds to 2𝐿.
Note that each machine creates its own local sampled graph. The
GNN is trained on the local sampled graph in each machine, and
the parameter gradients are then synchronized.

One important observation is that for many large-scale graphs,
node features form the bulk of the graph size. This is illustrated
in Fig. 4 for two of the largest open-source graphs currently avail-
able. Motivated by this observation, we propose to duplicate the
graph topology across all machines while partitioning the relatively
much larger feature tensor. Sampling the graph topology can thus
proceed independently in all machines. Communication is only
needed to exchange the input node features of the sampled graph,
bringing the number of communication rounds from 2𝐿 down to 2.
We call this scheme hybrid partitioning and we show that it signifi-
cantly speeds up training while keeping memory consumption per
machine within reasonable limits.

4 RESULTS
Webenchmark our contributions on two popular benchmark graphs:
ogbn-products and ogbn-papers100M. The graph properties are out-
lined in Table 1. We present results for different combinations of
our techniques. We run our experiments on 2-socket machines,
each equipped with two 4th Gen Intel Xeon Scalable Processors.
All machines are connected by a 200Gbps Infiniband HDR fabric.
In all experiments we use a 3-layer GraphSage model with hidden
layer dimensions of 256. We use dropout between all layers. We
use PyTorch 2.0.1 and DGL 1.1. We use FP32 numerical precision
throughout. We build our FastSample library on top of DGL.

In distributed training experiments, we use torch_ccl [32] as
our communication backend. torch_ccl is the PyTorch wrapper
for Intel’s OneCCL collective communication library [33]. Unlike
popular distributed GNN training libraries such as DistDGL [7],
we do not use point-to-point communication, but exclusively use
synchronous collective communication calls such as 𝑎𝑙𝑙_𝑡𝑜_𝑎𝑙𝑙 and
𝑎𝑙𝑙_𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑒 . We use the metis library [10] to partition the graph.
Metis minimizes the number of edges that cross the partition bound-
aries. It balances the number of nodes and edges in each partition
so that all partitions are roughly of the same size. We also assign
roughly the same number of labeled nodes to each partition. Since
the top level sampling seeds are drawn from the labeled nodes,
equalizing the number of labeled nodes across machines ensures
they all have roughly the same number of seeds and can generate
the same number of graph samples during each training epoch (see
Fig. 3). In distributed training experiments, we always use a batch
size of 1000 per machine. We use a learning rate of 0.006.
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1)Sample 
neighbors

2)Merge duplicate neighbors
and renumber the nodes

1)Sample 
neighbors

Graph with original indices in COO format

Graph with compacted indices in CSC format

Graph with original indices in COO format

2nd layer
GNN block

1st layer
GNN block

Graph with compacted indices in CSC format

2)Merge duplicate neighbors
and renumber the nodes

(sampling level 2) (sampling level 1)

seed nodes

level 1 neighbors

Figure 1: Sampling the graph for a 2-layer GNN. The sampling fanout is 2 throughout. The sampled neighbors at one level
become the seed nodes for the level below. The bi-partite graph produced at each level is used by the corresponding GNN layer.

COO format:

CSC format:

Figure 2: Illustration of the COO and CSC representations of
a sparse adjacency matrix 𝐴. 𝑛𝑛𝑧 is the number of non-zero
elements. In COO, (𝑋 [𝑖], 𝑌 [𝑖]) are the row-column position
of the 𝑖𝑡ℎ non-zero element in𝐴. In CSC, 𝑅 [𝑘 + 1] −𝑅 [𝑘] is the
number of non-zero elements in row 𝑘 of 𝐴. The position of
the non-zero elements in row 𝑘 are 𝐶 [𝑅 [𝑘] : 𝑅 [𝑘 + 1]]

Table 1: Graph Datasets

ogbn-
products

ogbn-
papers100M

# nodes 2.5M 111M
# edges 124M 3.2B
# input features 100 128
# classes 47 172

4.1 Fused sampling kernel
We evaluate the performance of our fused sampling kernel on ogbn-
papers100M. There are twomajor hyper-parameters of the sampling
operation: the batch size which is the number of top-level seed
nodes, and the fan-out values at each sampling level. For a 3-layer
GNN, the later can be written as a 3-tuple (𝑁3, 𝑁2, 𝑁1) denoting

the number of neighbors sampled at layers 3,2, and 1, respectively.
As shown in Fig. 5, our fused sampling kernel consistently speeds
up the graph sampling operation across a wide range of batch sizes
and sampling fanouts. For the full training time (sampling + GNN
training), we attain speedups of up to 25%.

4.2 Hybrid partitioning
To evaluate our hybrid partitioning method, we run distributed
training on 8 and 16 machines. Hybrid partitioning synergizes very
well with our fused sampling kernel because the full graph topol-
ogy is available on each machine and can thus be fed directly to
our fused sampling kernel. Figure 6 shows the distributed training
epoch times when training on ogbn-products and ogbn-papers100M.
Hybrid partitioning leads to a significant reduction in epoch time.
When we combine hybrid partitioning with our fused sampling ker-
nel, we get an even bigger performance boost. Hybrid partitioning
together with fused sampling reduce the per-epoch training time
by almost 2X when training ogbn-papers100M on 8 machines.

Note that hybrid partitioning and fused sampling have no effect
on the convergence properties of the training. Activating or dis-
abling these two techniques lead tomathematically equivalent train-
ing results. We also note that for fair comparison, all experiments
use the same training and communication software infrastructure.
This ensures that any improvements on the vanilla baseline are
solely due to our new methods.

5 CONCLUSIONS
Sampling-based training is becoming the method of choice to train
GNNs on large graphs. As graph sizes continue to increase, dis-
tributed sampling-based training becomes the natural choice to
accommodate massive graphs. In this paper, we have shown that
the high-performance low-level CPU sampling kernels that are part
of the DGL library, and that are in common use today, still leave
plenty of performance on the table. Our fused kernel is able to
consistently reduce the sampling time, in some cases accelerating
the low-level graph sampling operations by up to 2X.

To make optimal use of our fused sampling kernel, we used a
hybrid partitioning scheme that duplicates graph topology across
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machine 1

machine 2

machine 3

machine 1
sampler

machine 2
sampler

machine 3
sampler

L-1 communication rounds : Exchange sampled neighborhoods
1 communication round      : Exchange input features of sampled graphs 

seed nodes

level 1 neighbors

level 2 neighbors

Figure 3: Distributed sampling for a 2-layer GNN. The graph topology and node features are partitioned across three machines.
At the top sampling level, each machine independently samples its local seed nodes and the neighbors of these seed nodes. For
all sampling levels after that (𝐿 − 1 levels), communication is needed. Communication is also needed to exchange the input
node features of the sampled graphs.

Features

95.9%95.9% 4.1% TopologyTopology6.8%
93.2%

Features

MAG240M IGBH Full

Figure 4: Breakdown of the graph storage requirements for
MAG240M [30] and IGBH-full [31]. Graph topology (adja-
cency matrix) is only a small fraction of total graph size

all workers. The increased memory consumption per machine due
to the duplicated adjacency matrix is an acceptable compromise
since duplicating graph topology greatly reduces the number of
communication rounds needed for sampling. The combination of
hybrid partitioning and our fused sampling kernel is particularly
attractive as it leaves the training iterations mathematically un-
changed while greatly speeding up the distributed training (by up
to 2X as shown in Fig. 6).

In the future, our work can be extended in several ways. For
example, we can combine our hybrid partitioning scheme with fea-
ture caching to cache frequently accessed remote node features in
order to reduce communication volume. Or we can use an adaptive
fanout schedule to dynamically adjust the sampling fanouts based
on the training dynamics.
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