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REESNZREEMZNEZEQRIERAXETN G X

EAHAE RDRT  FARE
(KRBT RAAIENRA S TR, HEK 400054)

WE.RET LR T L REBAZEMELERE RAERA X % (label guided multi-scale graph neural network protein-protein
interactions, LGMG-PPI) Tl 7 i | RAUIG 52 T HAB G FAERE ), BFIANTARZ R LB FF T, B4, @3 BARIEERFF Z R
FEBET, S REAEATHABNZERNEHFR S RATORAT, BIAMNIFE Tk —FRGEGREIMERA ;LR MR
BFTMIER AR, FIREZRGX R FRFFEGHIER T RE , BEAAENHFIERT AT E G MR X R 6 TR AT IR
G E3ANTFHRBELHFT SH, 5RHHEEF H4 L LGMG-PPL 7 i B L4509 M 4s ML R A e 7 ik, A&
SHS27k SHS148k #F= STRING iX 3 M4 4&%& L 49 micro-F, %45 #4247 2.01%.0.94%#F= 0.93% .,

KR FORER £ G, BV ZME, HIEEB . FEXELA

HE 4525 TP391 SERARAEAD A

SIAR: EHA: AN 6 BT AR AR T 2 R IR 2 245 2 BV E DG R TN T[] INAR RS 244 (B4R ,2023,58(12) 122-30.

Label guided multi-scale graph neural network for protein-protein interactions
prediction

WANG Xinsheng, ZHU Xiaofei * , LI Chenghong
(School of Computer Science and Engineering, Chongging University of Technology, Chongging 400054, China)

Abstract: A protein-protein interactions prediction method based on label guided multi-scale graph neural network is proposed, which
not only enhances the representation ability of data, but also introduces label information to guide learning. Firstly, the multi-scale
graph representation is obtained by graph data augmentation, and the multi-scale graph representation is input into graph neural network
to obtain multi-scale protein representation, and comparative learning is introduced to further improve the protein characterization abili-
ty. Secondly, the self-learning label relation graph is constructed to learn the relationship between labels and obtain the feature repre-
sentation of labels. Finally, the prediction of protein-protein interactions is guided by the feature representation of labels. Experiments
are carried out on three public datasets. Compared with the optimal benchmark method, the proposed method has better performance.
Specifically, compared with the best baseline method, the micro-F, scores on the three datasets SHS27k, SHS148k and STRING in-
crease by 2.01%, 0.94% and 0.93% respectively.

Key words: protein-protein interactions; graph neural network; graph data augmentation; graph relation graph

0 3%

TR AR AR e A A R 5 RO VE R, 40 DNA B e B AES (s 5455 S48 H Ik
KM £ 1 4 F 2% & ( protein-protein interactions, PPIs) M HZRA X 1 i A= WK TE IE 5 FIBmtR A 4 A
Yrfd P e F 2[Rl R A B A S R A 2 et & e Y PPIs BIFSE T4

ks B #A:2022-09-29; 4% H higA 8] :2023-09-12 09:38:30

W) £& H Rtk « https : //link. cnki.net/urlid/37.1389.N.20230908.1142.002
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AHIFI H 5500 H (yyk20103) 5 5 PCEE T R2AF5E AL BIH0 H (221cx20223227)
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o (BRI TR s i, B B R A U e ik R A A R AR Ak %, R’
IS PPLs BN AT IZ N B A AR R Z A, 12, S50 a S0 FER HL9Y 3h % 4
I3 PPIs HRBIRCRART ; FLR, BTS00 % S0 00 25 R A BRI, PRI 366 1 52 30 = i A2 Y PPIs 008 A 58
U7 H B ZUE S A T AR R L T v IR B, AT T AR R DU T R S
TR PPLs , 33k 63 E R RIS J5 1) 5 2 AR R FH AR RO IR 5 5080 , e Je i € 0 i HA A AR FH I 2R 1
JERE, AN PPLs AR SR B AA M E R AR, A5 B R0 SE 9045 B ) vz ol FE PPIs 508, TR ALY
WFFEAG B b i & , Horh B AR il 2 AR 2 > o JE Rl s on

ST ST ) S A O PPIs 5% 2 2L G A 28 4% (convolution neural network, CNN) ' 4
HSCER 11 0 AR SRR i o felf PG R 28 4% (recurrent neural network, RNN) "' {47 R SCAK BRI (5 B
SR BE 2 > FIEATAE VR Z2 ()38, AN N B A A0 JE AR AR B 1 B 0 s P e il | Tk AR B E iy T SCRF
YIS LR B, A R R 15 B 22 Ja) AAH E 520 . Chen 251" 38 1My 28— 3 )3 A PPIs FRMIAE 42 | 76X}
PPIs A5 18 T 8 S 81 A0 L SCRUIR AR 8L, T FLEE 7 /Y PIPR A ZR 454 T LA 136 M v T AR [R) A
PPIs 1155, Bl EIHPZ %% ( graph neural network, GNN) f % Ji& | Lv %5120 i ik #y v 8 VR FH 2R K], 51 A
PRl 22 R 25 SR EA T TN , 3 b 5 9 AN e ) 1 8 110N 22 [ A, A8 3 et 28 1 T =2 ) ) 56 2R 458 1 BF
FRER R #E— 08T T PPIs S0 Ay iPERE (2 A 2 DM EEAR B ZAL . (1) (U T IRS B et 1E
BT 28 ] SRR A IR AIE 2, A0 R A B S 001 T 78 70 MR 2R, AT S B0l 25 Hh i A 7837 A e R
s (2) WAZRIHAEAEAEZFEHSCR | X EEHOC R T BEAEAEA B OCIR IR B IR A ¥ 5 By
[]EEIS S

EEXT IR A 2 AN, AR SCHEH —A™ [ 22 ST AR 238 T 22 R & 1 28 ) 4% PPIs (LGMG-PPI) T3 J5 325, AN
THRTE TR Z AL RE 1, 1685 | ABRSE(E BAE TR S, E— R TR 1 70 601 . B2, Mo v 2 (1 R A A
PR 2 38 528 PR G 1R A5 20 22 ROBE AR 1 VR T I 2885 R, 5 | AL 22 I 245 3 b 408 J8 1 i 1 B A Re i
FOR 2 BN L RPE R U SOR AR5, 0 T I BRASIR) R R B8 1 R IE 2R 22 52, 51 AT H 2 > ke gk —
AT FAUBURAIE R 2 AR RE T s 20 B A 5 ST MOFRZEOC R B, 22 I A28 Z [ I BK R A5 B2 1Y
FHIEZFOR s i m , S 2 RIS R IE LA S A R EH C R TR 12

AR TTIR FEAFE 3 N (1) 21 T —Fh LGMG-PPI F50 7 12, 38 1oF R B4 438 i R0 [ o 25 o) 24 2
RN Z REMEAIEFOR , JF HB AT S 38 TERARFHMER Rz LRETT; (2) BIAEIERE
A H 2 S bR R ] F2 BIRREE Z I SC R 48 T8 AR EAEFHE RN 5 (3) 78 3 AT
(ER AR LA TS0, DASHIEAR SCHTHR 1 7 i A R0, O S 3 i A T JU it L

1 X IT1E

I LA, GNN 7R85 PSRRI E AT 45 h O R IS T B R, s A5 4028 L8R 1 o s 1 el <5, H gk
28 GNN — ] 43 ik GNN 12548 GNN, 48, GNN J& 3 F KIS B 2% 20 1 5 R RR AR I 6 B UE BR:
2530 1 P B B AR A 3 5B, 910, Brana 251 A PR3P 307 58 1 38 3 L I del g PR S UL
Defferrard 25" R Y LT R ZTANE NSRRI M TUEIRCR . 25 GNN 2 A % [ 46 B e E
e SCBRWRE, Velickovie 1 F 7 2 J WL R AL SRR K AL, 13 21 181 71 2 J1 M 4% (graph attention net-
works, GAT) ; it —2  Xu 1 42 R EE R AL LR A A, i85 ZLAR B 35 5 B A RORDIR A5 8, 45 21 & R
F4 2% ( graph isomorphism network, GIN), GNN fEh [EF R4z 2] i 2 T H A 2 AWl | 2R 1
ey HRAIR TG GNN o B2V H AR, oo B2 P 245 24 GNN (19)2 408 ni , GNN rh i35 SRR &
WS —A™ [T B I 2 [ AR A AN AT X 43, X AP LA R T GNN TR B, AITTREAS T GNN B3R 1iE fE
H AT, fif ez n) Y — 5 O 24 GNN )2 500E 8 — A S5, AR [R] 2450 GNN RSCR , i &8
GNN ()24,

2 Fik

B Aext PPIs AT IE AL A IR 9K 5 %A SCRHE H A LGMG-PPL Ui 5 B kA7 e didlid . 1 ER T
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LGMG-PPI AR IRSEH | 3= B ph 22 KR IR 22 R Z8 AR [ 27 2] OAR 28 G 2 IR AL

K1 LGMG-PPI BLRIfEAEA
Fig.1 Framework of model LGMG-PPI

21 EBRHEEMEAXER

PR SR TS, 8 WA 20 B, & LEAES 2= 1{p,,ps,-p. |, HeH pi=1a,,a,,
ea,la, € A A RERERES, B 2={x,={p,p;}li#], p.,p, €, I(x;) € 10,11 |} PPIs £  Hp 1
FIR 2 MR Z AR AR A 1(x,) = 1, RmEH L p, MEEAR p; ZIFAEMESCR 41 (x,)= 0,4
AREART p, MR AT p, ZIEAFAAEERIDCR 808 R 1E HRTBESE TAETh AR L I 38 Z A FEERI G R
i IR S AR SRR BT 8L, PPIs AR /3 PPIs 18] 0= (2,.27) ,

PPIs (N GRREE L Z AR AR BAE DGR (HER L Z ] ] REAEAE 2RIV E FHOC R A SCHAE 55 il 2
T ER  BZ MAFAE IR S 2RI E I DGR B — 2S5, A SUE L PP MIREHEA N 2=11,,1,,

b e FORA  AMEHIER

22 FHHEBRFFEHRGR

T SRS RGBT Y SR A AR R RN 4 SRy REAE , AR SO T —Fh R [ BURRAE A #5% ( protein feature encoder,
PFE) , & F 2L SRR Rk gt s Al 2 R REE g it A 2 MR
221 RERAFAEG A %

SRR SR AL CNN' e At fE)Z ( global max pooling, GMP) . Fii A& T4 p, € 77,8 i J
FRIEafi s 15 28 ALY R AR E2RoR &y,

h =four(fen (P30 ) ) o (1)

222 &RHFAERDE

4 AR AE s 2 A0 45 L Im) 1] 4% 98 # BA.JT ( bidirectional gate recurrent unit, BiGRU) A4 J&) - th 1k |2
(global avg pooling, GAP) ,

BT R R E SR a8 AV RIE SRR h, A 2R ds , E— DA HUR H BURHME ) 2R R E RN | 2953



55 12 1] WA A AR T 22 U PRI 2 I 245 38 A O 2 M 7k 25

BA s B2 R G B A RIEFR R x, € X,
X; =fear(fioru (1 305icru) ) o (2)

23 ZREEHEGEER

ZHTRIBFTE TAE 220, 38 4 b B 3l B Bl 005 A 255 bt 304 58 T B8 HIE (9 02 AR RE T 22 RO TR1 50000 34 i
(multi-scale graph data augmentation, MS-GDA ) Btk =240 7 2 Fh EI B IG R R, & XRIRE G=(X,A),
HA s SRR X € RYT RIS HEEHRE A e RVY

BTG IE G= (X, A) 2 DASFEIRILAA LRI B G R i g .7, M7, 53 ilis 3] G = (X,A,)
MG,=(X,,A),

G =(X,A,)=7(6=(X,A)), (3)
G2:<X2’A>:*Z(G:(X9A>)o (4)

3% B R R .7 N7, bR RS ReE ) R A . 7 i BEA T s
EXHEIRE G=(X, A) W HGEDSA TSN, FEVLHMN R R iR R a5 a0, 44538 G, = (X,A)) .
HAKFIR N

T2 =g, -2, (5)
&, ~Bemoulli(N,1-6,), (6)

Horp 2 3R IFIR KRI85 s Bernoulli FoR{H S5 HIIM1 58, € (0,1) & — S, Fon MR IE DY A,
XA E G=(X,A) BT SRR T8N, AL B s IR SRR Y 28 51 50 0, e 4458 G, = (X,
A), BIAEERIR N,
T X,=e,°X, (7)
0, Unifrom(0,1) <8,
|1, Unifrom(0,1)>=6,,
Horpr; Unifrom F7R¥5) 004 52, €R, 8, € (0,1) 2SR T R URHIEE g 0 B HLSS,
24 ZREEMEMKZRTES]
241 BHabs
GNN S Y Fi i e B 25 A K 1 FE I IR B 2 S AR | L3 o O 49 SRR JE 1 A e R R G AR R T s
R, SRS SR BT S REROR . BARORUE Gl &k OG0Bk, 15 SRR R G H k BB fE 1 A
TR, BA kUGEE) GNN FoR T .
a*=AGG'( {5 :ue 1" (v)}), z'=UPDATE‘(Z"",d"), (9)
Hor 7 (0) FoR T 5 v AR EE G 52V FOR T A v 85 k YOR IR IEROR
ARSCRH GIN # T EIZR I AW E G=(X,A) . BEFRH
T ) o

ue ) (v)
H o B— 2 I B W R 2 =x,, x, € X, T E RN S v I IER IR 2, € Z,
] B 2 s 2 B s S 1 G, = (X,A ) FL G, = (X, ,A) B AF GIN 1 2] 3| Z e R HIZ, e RV
X2 PN SRR R
242 %RERBRES
FTF R A58 TR R B A HER R . A TS RIFRAERE ) B AP0 i Rs , NIl Al & Lig
() 3 FhT SRRE AR RN .

(8)

&y

Z' =fosim(lZy,2,,Z,]), (11)
HH fron 2N AL SR, AT LUCASR AT BOF14 2" e RY
AR FIE A FOCR B ARERIR 27 RN RIER R E e R™  BARERIR T
e; =z, Oz, (12)

Hrb. e, € E; OFTRMIAIIR 2/ € R Ml z) € RYMIFZRT L i M AT j ARFIERROR
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25 BEIMREXRE
251 MEXAZHA

DATER TAEFEASE A2 080t 0 & IR M5 B, AN A PRZEC AR . Chen 25 il 44T A TR 28 51
a2 ]t B e i 2 L ] B Ry s B R R R A RE PR A 1 AR 280G R IERA M, O B
() SIS 5 DR AR RS P AR 28 o A AN — B, 25 B R BRI

ASCRH—FF B 22 2T 0907 S BIAR % 2 8] 19 6 R Fon , f 1 B 27 > I FR 25 & &R & (self-learning label
relation graph, SL-LRG), EJC,EH — P12 SHA, e R™ | T FRinB 25080, wihfe A, M sE
M 5 A, VENBREE R EIRRT R FR NS F 5 HLUR 3 5 TR R BERT ' AR BUbR 25 44 FR A A R M
SRHEFOR , BARFORIE

X, =BERT(Lyye) (13)
Hrr, L € RIBEIRIVEZFR, X, € RPPFIRIMELAR I, TZA58] T8 XRE G, =(A,,X,) .

AT R GRS Z [0 ) S ZR IR PR ZE 1T s, 51 GNN i 47522 R HH G B 42 N 2%
(graph convolution network, GCN) i AN G, =(A,,X,) , % H PR S AERERR Z, € R™ | HARER R
wr.

2\ =g(DA,DTZ W) (14)
Ho Wh1e 27 =X, ;D MR W e— A2 ) IS B RE ;o 3R sigmoid S0 pREL, (HARE B,
A, DRI R B R R () T 2 2] SRR I, TR 2 i 2k A% ol A B MR R S8 A, i 2= 2T 2|
BAE TR PR R B A2 IS LR EME B,
252 ARERFFI

BT R BN SFHERIR Z, e R™ 3P E R P BOCREIIE N FEFRIR E e R® BAKRIR
.

Z,=EXZ,, (15)
HrhZ, e R®NE A BUCR BLENFHERRAFIR
2.6 IKEH
2.6.1 AREFIES

TEPLSEATE B v A A B Iy | T 3 Sl My 2 fef A R I 3 1 s I Uy BB A, 7™ 52 M RS 1 1)
SRR R TGN AR SCEERSRI G | AT —A~ A B 2555, B RS I B 55 e bt i 2
IES e S m A A PERE

TEARAL R Sl 2 RS R R 2 IS 3] T Z, e RV | Z, e RV | Z, e RV"IX 3 FPA IR 14719 S R IE 3%
INo 18 CREAEART (24,2, ;) BSR4 pREL

0,021,077
€<Zo,i’Z1,i):10g N , (16)

0Ty z PRI
k=1 k#i

HoHt, 2y, €2y, 20, €2y, 0(z,.2,,) SYHETRIIE 20, Fl 2, BOATEHIBLE - ORISR,
IR, BB RE AR (2, 2, ) IR BRECH T

e"(ll 220,07

€<Z1,i’ZO,i):log I o (17)
PUCRE I z PR N
Z,€RVMZ, € RV IX 2 FhRLIEI Y T A B FE A X 4 5% I%ﬁﬁﬂ_lrz
a%fﬂ:%v ; [g(z(),i’Zl,[)+€<zl,i5z(),i)]O (18)
[, Z, e R™"F1 Z, € R™ 5k 2 AL 1] ) T BB A O3 5% pRASCAN T
%Szzi [€(Z0,i’ZZ,I‘)+€<ZZ,i’ZO,i)]o (19)

2N i3
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262 BEFIMESE
T2 BN E A B R EIE N RFFR E € RYT ST B2 ST AT 55 R 031 4, BAA RN

p;=Softmax(e;) , (20)
9, =argmax (p;) , (20

t
=¥ (3 itoes-(1)log(1-5) ). 22

c=1 (i.J) € Zirain

S e, € Bt SR ARAAML, 2, FOREDIE A I
S5E A MBS RS A A R 55 AR R RN N
Lo =LA Ly ¥ N Ly (23)

Hrpa, A, B8

31 HiE%k
SIS T 950 2 0T STRING'™ HCH 1000 PPIs #CHB A B, B 5h, Chen
N STRING i 1™ 2 A~ FAdiR4E , 43510 SHS27k il SHS 148k, AR SCHfIX 2 ANHU i AR 5: 50 |
APEAHRACR . 3 FhiScs SR A9 B B ANk 1 B, FerP s B A2 25 1 A5 S R I, 4 s ARGREE L IR
PR F B AR DG R K, ol T8 A B oy SRR PP S LR, DRI AR SO T A i 4 v L
SRR IR RSN
1 BdREST

Table 1 The statistics of datasets

pE e TRE HENEL FHME(Avg) PREERL
SHS27k 1690 7624 571 7
SHS148k 5189 44 488 597 7
STRING 15335 593 397 604 7

32 KW ERMITMIsER

MEHRAE ALK E 20% M VE AR , o T THBREE) 2 I BERLIEXT PPT 7 ik PR RE A, 7€ 3 Fh
RIERREHLFF T EE S0, A A3 T 28R 7 51 0 5 H BRFIE , 2% Chen 25 (I Y 2 35 B2 11
AT ERFOR A EIERR . BARH Adam B35 A W r TS 800 T R ETE I SCERL 12] .
33 BEFAE
331 MBEFIKET

ARSCHEFE 3 Bl HAUERNERIPLAS 7 ~] (machine learning, ML) FIEME N FEMETT 15 | 7352 S5 1 AL (sup-
port vector machine, SVM)"* 3245 [11)1 (logistic regression, LR)"* FIKIHLAH (random forest, RF) >,
332 REFIKREZ L

ARICHEFE 4 Fh PPIs TN AT 55 19 TR B2 % 2] (deep learning, DL ) 7%, 43 i /& DPPI'* DNN-PPI'* |
PIPR"" il GNN-PPI'"*' | DPPI J&—Fr 9% > HE S, AR FH 2K 15 04 1 81045 S8 6 PPIs 147 # AR R 19000 5
DNN-PPI & ] CNN 1 LSTM #4748 , 3 H 53 0% 8 1 BT RRAE R4 T A, e 245 3 81 1 B0 22 [A] 1 56 R 3R
7 ; PIPR J&— i B HE AL HAE Siamese 2548 PO T TR 5% 25 B UM Z W 2%, I A R RRAE A F SC
7 BT PPIs tHEAT TR ; GNN-PPI & Y4 i F ] GNIN 2 ) 2 1 B RRAE , G o A4 8 2 1 0 R DG R 485, Al
FHAHAR A 8 (YT 0 2R Bk [ B PR 2R, JE T 150 PPIs,
34 XttEEE

32 R TR EAEA RV B 4 A RE, o8 3 IRASRIBENLFD F T B9 micro-F, FI{H bR 2,
ISR S BT AT A DU S5 2R

(1) TREE2E 2 B M RE SR LA T ALER 24 > S 0, FBH IR B 2 20 W B AR A B8 B 1 Joox 4%
R HY5E B (AN SRR N S FLALBUE B ) IF A SR BGE A2% 2 H AR &85 8 07 1 A bk vk, b
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FBARE MK, 25 28R R L BE > 38, T PR R A g 9 (s A AR R 2 o B e 4y AR AR 2 AL RE
TR
(2) HHEthayFEiE 7 GNN-PPI A b, LGMG-PPI 7& fir 47 S 81 () &5t b ELAT o g 70 25 SR | ELASOR:
HOmARE . Hr micro-F, 3 807E SHS27k Bdli e L4E A T 2.01%, 78 SHS148k £idlidE LA T 0.94% , 7E
STRING £i#li4E L2 1 0.93% .,
2 ARIBREAREESE L1 micro-F,

Table 2 The micro-F, of different models on different datasets PAAT . %
Jridk SHS27k SHS148k STRING
SVM 75.35+1.05 80.55+0.23 —

RF 78.45+0.88 82.10+0.20 88.91+0.08
LR 71.55+£0.93 67.00+0.07 67.74+0.16
DPPI 73.99+5.04 77.48+1.39 94.85+0.13
DNN-PPI 77.89+£4.97 88.49+0.48 83.08+0.11
PIPR 83.31+0.75 90.05+2.59 94.43+0.10
GNN-PPI 87.91+0.39 92.26+0.10 95.43+0.10
LGMG-PPI 89.68+0.10 93.13+0.03 96.32+0.04

3.5 HRREIE

R T 2 A BB R AN VR R 82k W8S [ (R BB R A SIE 6, F T 0 0 4% B B A A
ARSCBEE T LA R IH A SES

(1) w/o MS-GDA (.7} ) : &7~ 22 22 RUBE R B I s e o7 RN B 3 i, RISl I 20 (81 342 341
YRGS 5 77

(2) w/o MS-GDA (.7 ) : 3R/~ 235 22 RUBE R B S w77 R Bt 3 i, RIS el I 20 181775 0
FRIE BB R 9 T v

(3) w/0 MS-GDA ;: #/r 584 Lk 22 ROBE I BiR i am s e, RIS H B4 08 2 o R ms

(4) w/0 SL-LRG: #/n EBRPR%C R BB, B PR 245 BRI T4 322 2 .

SCYRZE NG 3 FR . WSEIRZE SRR oo BT SRR IR i B8 3 0 Oy v s I T 40 3 (81 3 0 ) i e 3
SR 7, H 2 AR EE S 08 R R g TR A | d B BB E Y 5 Ty A S P B0 D A R AT Y SR AR A Y
ZALBETT . AR, Y RBRARAEOC R RIS  BEAULE AT B 4 L (ORI B, DI 5 | ABR28 ¢ R R
Pt > BIFRA Z 0 B 5 DG &R, #1175 AR 25 1Y BRI A X e 4 iy T 285 Rk A4 5. AR U,
LGMG-PPI &> FIEHAR A 25 TR MR

3 IHRISEE

Table 3 The ablation study PAAT . %
J7 i SHS27k SHS 148k STRING
LGMG-PPI 89.680.10 93.13+0.03 96.32+0.04
w/0 MS-GDA(.7)) 89.35+0.05 93.05+0.11 96.14+0.17
w/0 MS-GDA(.% ) 89.23+0.10 92.95+0.04 96.28+0.17
w/0 MS-GDA 88.97+0.09 92.80+0.14 95.92+0.03
w/0 SL-LRG 89.39+0.12 92.87+0.04 96.0420.02

3.6 BEIFREXREFUMER
3.6.1 FBAMLE A A K
Bl AR a5 I H 22 2 B3RS E I 22 IR RHE . i T SR FNS I A et ARG AH
2 NG | H 2 2L ( multi-layer perceptron, MLP) X GCN, EIAZL(14) Bl Z, =f0(X,) o
SCERZERANE 2 R, WESEIRZERRE , 51 APRZE B FFNEE G 1 25 R B Ay 13 B PPIs #4545 (1)
PRESIAIAFFERLSE R 2R, N i [ 22 T An 28 ¢ R KBRS AR 4 M2 ) BIAR S M B % X R, i — 2 E T
LGMG-PPIFYA &
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3.6.2 W EAFAEA AUE K
F 2 2 bR 56 R T AT AE BT 8GR S 1) B i A R, AR SO T I 245 78 BERT ™ 45 3] (i ik A
TR, A SLE HEE BERT il One-Hot #ix AR I IRIRIZCR | PPAL BRI AEAS [R) 3] i A R T IO RE
SCYRZE RN 3 Fron . MBI AT LU ) 2S48 IS A B il AVE A GCN A4 AR, Z2 PR 2 TR R BE AN
232 3 5 2 BRI T ST A AR = AN e ok B TR AT AR B EAG B, BeAh  fH R
TR AR T A R AT P RE B2 T, AT RE A% St PR DA R AR SCAS Tp} e v 2 ) iRl i A DR B T — 2 iR
15 5., T3 e al i A TE i A 28 [ HOAE7E — 8 B IR ABEA0 AT D FI) sk 4 g S0 R gF — 20 i oA 28 g 5

&b
He JJ o

0.98r 0.981
3 mrp [ One-Hot
0.96 1 Gon ] 0.96 | | g BERT ]
_ 0.94r _ 0.94}
5 5
g 092r g 0921
2 2
E o0l g 090}
0'88 — HI 0-88 - HI
0.86 0.86
SHS27k SHS148k STRING SHS27k SHS148k STRING
Datasets Datasets
K2 SL-LRG #4544 25t S ik 3 SL-LRG 17 s A 25t S ik
Fig.2 Verify the validity of topology structure of SL-LRG Fig.3 Verify the validity of node feature of SL-LRG

4 RAL5EY

AR SCHE Y —Fh LGMG-PPI TN 5 7% , i ik 11 K530 1 95 45 3] 22 o RUBE B9 (127, I 3 28 22 RUBE 19 (4]
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