
Gode - Integrating Biochemical Knowledge Graph into
Pre-training Molecule Graph Neural Network

Pengcheng Jiang
University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign

pj20@illinois.edu

Abstract

The precise prediction of molecular properties holds paramount importance in facil-
itating the development of innovative treatments and comprehending the intricate
interplay between chemicals and biological systems. In this study, we propose a
novel approach that integrates graph representations of individual molecular struc-
tures with multi-domain information from biomedical knowledge graphs (KGs).
Integrating information from both levels, we can pre-train a more extensive and
robust representation for both molecule-level and KG-level prediction tasks with
our novel self-supervision strategy. For performance evaluation, we fine-tune
our pre-trained model on 11 challenging chemical property prediction tasks. Re-
sults from our framework demonstrate our fine-tuned models outperform existing
state-of-the-art models. 1

1 Introduction

The development of machine learning models for chemical and biological data has been a topic of
great interest in recent years [1, 2, 3]. One of the key challenges in this field is the need to represent
complex chemical structures in a meaningful way for downstream analysis [4, 5]. Graph neural
networks (GNNs) have emerged as a powerful model for learning representations of such structures
[6, 7], leveraging the inherent graph-like nature of these data. However, GNNs typically rely on a
single type of graph structure as input, which may limit their ability to capture the all features and
full complexity of the data.

Chemical and biological data are inherently complex and multi-modal [8, 9]. On the one hand,
molecular structures can be represented as graphs, with atoms as nodes and chemical bonds as edges.
On the other hand, there are many biomedical/biochemical knowledge graphs with a large amount
of relational knowledge like UMLS (Unified Medical Language System) [10], PrimeKG [11], and
PubChemRDF [12]. By combining information from chemical structures and knowledge graphs,
we can potentially capture a more comprehensive view of the data, thereby resulting in more robust
representation learning and precise predictions.

In this study, we propose a novel approach - "Graph as a Node" (Gode) to pre-train GNNs with our
novel bi-level self-supervised tasks using both structures of molecules and their related knowledge
graph, with the aim of generating more robust embeddings that can be used for a range of downstream
tasks (e.g. molecular property prediction). Our proposed approach has several potential benefits.
First, by leveraging both molecular graph embeddings and the knowledge graph, we can potentially
capture more diverse and informative representations of the data, leading to improved performance
on downstream tasks. Second, by pre-training the GNN on a large and diverse set of data, we
can potentially reduce the need for task-specific training data, which is often expensive and time-
consuming to obtain. Finally, by creating embeddings that can be used for both graph prediction

1Work in progress.

Preprint. Under review.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

01
63

1v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 2

 J
un

 2
02

3



and node prediction tasks, we can potentially increase the flexibility and utility of the model for a
range of applications in chemical and biological research. Our results show that Gode outperforms
state-of-the-art methods (e.g., GROVER [13]) on molecular property prediction tasks. We believe
that our proposed approach has the potential to advance the state of the art in chemical and biological
data analysis and has important implications for drug discovery, precision medicine, and other areas
of biomedical research. For future works, we will explore more challenging tasks like cross-modality
generation with our proposed Gode framework.

1.1 Related Works

Graph-based Chemical Representation Learning. In this work, we will focus on graph-based rep-
resentation methods for chemical structure representation learning. Such methods include traditional
fingerprint-based methods [14, 15] and graph neural network GNN-based methods [16, 17, 18, 19].
For example, Mol2Vec [15] treats a molecule as a sentence and molecule substructures as words,
similar to the Word2Vec model [20]. This model then converts the chemical structure into a high-
dimensional vector representation. However, the arbitrary substructure vectorization in those works
ignores each substructure’s function within a chemical. On the other hand, GNN-based methods
can overcome this drawback since these models can capture more useful information from aggre-
gate sub-graphs, leading to better representations for chemical nodes, bonds, and whole molecules
[21, 13, 7, 1].

Biomedical/biochemical Knowledge Graphs. Knowledge graphs (KGs) have emerged as an
important tool for representing and integrating complex and heterogeneous data in the biomedical
domain. In recent years, several biomedical/biochemical KGs have been developed to capture the
relationships between various entities such as genes, proteins, diseases, and drugs [22, 23, 24, 12, 10].
PubChemRDF ([12]) is a knowledge graph concentrating on a biochemical domain. It provides a
machine-readable format for chemical information, including chemical structures and properties,
biological activities, and bioassays. It is organized into several subdomains (e.g., Compound,
Cooccurrence, Descriptor, Pathway), which provides rich information related to chemical compounds.
Unified Medical Language System (UMLS) ([10]) is another knowledge graph focusing on biomedical
relational knowledge that is integrated from various sources [25, 26, 27, 28, 29]. It aims to facilitate
the understanding and interoperability of diverse biomedical data sources by providing a unified and
standardized representation. PrimeKG [30] is a very recent work on building a multimodal KG for
precision medicine analysis that integrates multiple sources describing diseases, drugs, and actions
into standardized representations with instructions for continuous updates.

Molecular Property Predictions. We will focus on using GNN frameworks for molecular property
prediction, a popular downstream task for chemical representation learning frameworks. There are
three main aspects of the molecular property that computer scientists are interested in: quantum
mechanics properties [4, 31, 32, 33], physicochemical properties [34, 35, 36], and toxicity [37, 38, 39].
Most of the current works on molecular predictions are based on GNN frameworks, which are
particularly relevant to the nature of molecules. For example, [40] applies convolutional networks on
graphs to learn molecular fingerprints to aid in property prediction. [41] on the other hand uses a deep
generative GNN to help with quantum mechanics property prediction tasks. [42] utilizes a multitask
deep featurization method with chemical structures that improve the prediction of physiochemical
properties. Finally, PotentialNet [43] is a biophysics property prediction framework specifically
designed for protein-ligand binding affinity. However, while the aforementioned methods take
chemical structures into consideration, they do not study the interaction between chemicals, which is
a crucial factor we should consider.

Graph Pre-training with Self-supervision. Self-supervised learning is widely applied in various
domains [44, 45, 46, 47]], and they are frequently used for pre-training [48, 49, 50]. In recent years,
several self-supervised strategies for pre-training are proposed for the graph data, especially for the
molecular graph. For example, [7] pre-trained GNNs on 2 million molecules using attribute masking
and structure prediction objectives. [51] utilized subgraph-level data augmentation and contrastive
learning, while [52] focused on 2D and 3D molecule graph consistency. However, the existing
approaches only focus on learning the representations of molecules from their internal structures and
structure-based inferable features, ignoring the large knowledge base connected to them behind. Our
work aims at filling up this gap by learning molecule representations with both molecule graphs and
biomedical knowledge graphs and achieving SOTA performance on molecular prediction tasks.
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2 Methodology

2.1 Problem Formulation

Molecular graph and knowledge graph. Given a molecular graph Gm = (Vm, Em), where Vm

represents the set of atoms (nodes) and Em represents the set of bonds (edges) between atoms,
and a biomedical knowledge graph Gk = (Vk, Ek), where Vk represents the set of entities (e.g.,
molecules, parent/component compounds, drugs) and Ek represents the relationships (e.g., "similar
to", "made of", "has") between these entities, the goal of our approach is to pre-train graph neural
networks (GNNs) on both molecular graphs and knowledge graphs to learn comprehensive and robust
representations for enhanced molecular property prediction.

Pre-training. We propose a novel GNN-based approach that pre-trains both molecular graphs and
knowledge graphs simultaneously, aiming to capture the complex relationships between molecular
structures and biological entities. Specifically, we define two GNNs, fm : Gm 7→ Zm and fk :
Gk 7→ Zk, which map the input molecular graph Gm and the biomedical knowledge graph KG to
their respective latent embeddings Zm and Zk. During pre-training, these GNNs are optimized with
a self-supervision strategy that leverages both molecule-level and KG-level information.

Fine-tuning. After pre-training, the embeddings Zm and Zk can be fine-tuned on specific molecular
property prediction tasks. To achieve this, we learn a function f : Zm × Zk 7→ Y that maps the
joint embeddings of the input molecular graph Gm and the biomedical knowledge graph KG to the
target property Y . The target property can be a scalar value, a vector, or a probability distribution,
depending on the specific task.

Biochemical Knowledge Graph i. Molecule-level 
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Figure 1: Overview of our self-supervised pre-training framework Gode. Left: the biochemical knowledge
graph consisting of the relations among molecule entities and biochemical entities. Right: We pre-train (i)
M-GNN on molecule itself based on its inner graph structure with masking prediction and motif prediction
tasks, and (ii) K-GNN on the sub-graph of a centering molecule with edge prediction, node prediction, and
molecule node classification tasks. (iii) The pre-trained M-GNN and K-GNN are used to create joint embedding
for molecules using contrastive learning. The framework incorporates information from both inner structure and
knowledge graph of the molecules, showing its capability to learn more robust molecule representations.

2.2 Bi-level Self-supervised Pre-training

We propose a bi-level self-supervised pre-training framework (as shown in Figure 1) that utilizes both
molecular graph and knowledge graph to pre-train two GNNs where one is molecule-level M-GNN
and the other is KG-level K-GNN.

2.2.1 Molecule-level pre-training.

For molecule-level pre-training, we follow GROVER’s [13] contextual property and graph-level
motif prediction tasks. Specifically, given a molecular graph G, we apply the GNN encoder to
obtain embeddings of its atoms and bonds. RDKit ([53]) is used to detect the presence or absence
of functional group motifs in G, and we represent this information as a binary vector y of length
m where m is the number of possible functional group motifs. Then, we randomly select a node v
from G and its embedding hv and feed hv into an output layer for predicting the contextual property.
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Contextual property prediction is a multi-class classification problem where the GNN output layer
predicts the probability distribution over the possible contextual property values for the node v. We
also feed the entire molecule graph G into an output layer for predicting the presence or absence
of functional group motifs. The graph-level motif prediction is a multi-label classification problem
where the GNN output layer predicts the binary label vector indicating the presence or absence of
each functional group motif in G. During training, use the joint loss function to optimize both the
contextual property mprediction and the graph-level motif prediction:

Lmg = −
∑

(G,v,p,y)∈D

logP (p|G, v) +

m∑
j=1

yj logP (Hj |G) + (1− yj) log(1− P (Hj |G))

 (1)

where D is the set of training instances, p is the true contextual property value for the given input
molecule graph G and node v, y is the binary vector indicating the presence or absence of each
functional group motif in G, P (p|G, v) is the predicted probability distribution over the possible
contextual property values for the node v, P (Hj |G) is the predicted probability of the j-th functional
group motif being present in G given the input molecule graph G. The loss function encourages the
GNN to predict the correct contextual property value and functional group motif presence or absence
given the input molecule graph and the masked node attributes. We denote the embedding we learned
in this step as hmg .

2.2.2 KG-level pre-training.

Embedding initialization. We use knowledge graph embedding (KGE) methods [54, 55, 56, 57]
to initialize the node and edge embeddings with entity and relation embeddings. The intuitive idea
behind this is that KGE methods are able to capture some relational knowledge behind the structure
and semantics of the entities and relationships in the knowledge graph. We train the KGE model on
the entire knowledge graph. The model learns to represent each entity and relation as continuous
vectors in a low-dimensional space. These vectors capture the semantic meanings and relationships
between entities and relations.The loss functions of KGE methods depend on the scoring functions
they use. For example, TransE [54] learns embeddings for entities and relations in a knowledge graph
by minimizing the difference between the sum of the head entity and the relation embeddings and the
tail entity embedding for positive triple. The scoring function for a triple (h, r, t) in TransE is:

s(h, r, t) = −∥eh + rr − et∥p, (2)

where eh, rr, and et are the embeddings for the head entity, relation, and tail entity, respectively,
and ∥·∥p is the Lp norm. After training the KGE model, we obtain the entity embeddings ev and
relation embeddings re for each node v and edge e in the knowledge graph. We initialize the node
embedding and the edge embedding of the K-GNN fk with ev and re correspondingly, providing a
strong starting point for learning more complex and task-specific representations.

KG extraction for the centering molecule. For each molecule, we extract a 3-hop sub-graph from
the entire knowledge graph to capture its local neighborhood information. Given a molecule mi,
we first find its corresponding node vi in the knowledge graph Gk = (Vk, Ek). We then iteratively
extract a neighborhood sub-graph Nk(vi, h) of depth h (1 ≤ h ≤ 3), centered at node vi. The depth
parameter h determines the number of edge traversals to include in the sub-graph.

Formally, the sub-graph extraction process is defined as follows. Let Nk(v, 0) be a single node v.
For h > 0, Nk(v, h) is defined recursively as:

Nk(v, h) = {v} ∪
⋃

u∈Nk(v,h−1)

{u} ∪ {w : (u,w) ∈ Ek}, (3)

where u denotes the set of neighboring nodes of v in the sub-graph Nk(v, h−1), and w : (u,w) ∈ Ek

represents the set of nodes that share an edge with u in the original knowledge graph Gk. The final
3-hop sub-graph for molecule mi is given by Nk(vi, 3).

Node and edge predictions. We use node and edge masking prediction tasks for KG-level pre-
training. Specifically, given a knowledge graph Gk = (V,E), where V is the set of nodes representing
entities in the graph and E is the set of edges representing the relationships between the entities. We
randomly mask an attribute or property of a node v in the graph, and an edge e between two nodes
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u and v, and use the GNN to predict the masked attribute a′ and edge label e′. The GNN takes the
entire knowledge graph Gk and its node embeddings as input, and outputs a probability distribution
over the possible values of the masked attribute a′ and edge label e′. The loss function for this task is:

Lkg = −
∑

(u,v,e)∈M

[logP (a′|Gk, u, v) + logP (e′|Gk, u, v)] (4)

where M is the set of training instances where nodes and edges are randomly masked, a′ and e′ are
the predicted attribute and edge label values, respectively, and P (a′|Gk, u, v) and P (e′|Gk, u, v) are
the predicted probability distributions over the possible attribute and edge label values given the input
knowledge graph Gk and the nodes u and v with the masked attribute a′ and the masked edge label
e′. This loss function encourages the GNN to predict the correct values of the masked attribute and
edge label given the input knowledge graph and the partially masked nodes and edges. We denote the
embedding we learned in this step as hkg .

Molecule node classification. In order to give the K-GNN stronger capability to distinguish molecule
nodes from others, we label non-molecule nodes as zero and molecule nodes as one. We perform a
binary classification task where the GNN aims to predict whether a given node represents a molecule
or not. Given a node v in the knowledge graph Gk, the GNN outputs the predicted probability
P (m|Gk, v) of the node being a molecule. The loss function for this task is:

Lmc = −
∑

(Gk,v,l)∈Dc

[y logP (m|Gk, v) + (1− y) log(1− P (m|Gk, v))] (5)

where Dc is the set of training instances, y is the binary label indicating whether the node v represents
a molecule (y = 1) or not (y = 0), and P (m|Gk, v) is the predicted probability of the node v being
a molecule given the input knowledge graph Gk. This loss function encourages the K-GNN to
accurately predict whether a given node is a molecule or not, thus enhancing its ability to capture
molecule-specific information from the knowledge graph.

2.3 Contrastive learning for joint embedding.

We use a contrastive learning approach to learn the joint embedding between molecule-level and
KG-level embeddings. The contrastive loss function encourages the embeddings to be close to the
same molecule and far apart for different molecules. For each molecule in the dataset, we create a
positive pair by taking its molecule-level (graph) embedding and its corresponding KG-level (node)
embedding. We also create negative pairs by taking the molecule-level embedding for one molecule
and the KG-level embedding for a different molecule. Specifically, let h(i)

mg be the molecule-level
embedding for molecule i and h

(i)
kg be the KG-level embedding for molecule i. We create positive

pairs (h(i)
mg, h

(i)
kg ) and negative pairs (h(i)

mg, h
(j)
kg ), where i ̸= j. We use the InfoNCE loss function,

which is commonly used in contrastive learning, to train the joint embeddings. The loss function is
defined as:

Lc = − log
exp(sim(h

(i)
mg, h

(i)
kg )/τ)

exp(sim(h
(i)
mg, h

(i)
kg )/τ) +

∑
j ̸=i exp(sim(h

(i)
mg, h

(j)
kg )/τ)

(6)

where sim(h
(i)
mg, h

(j)
kg ) is the cosine similarity between the molecule-level embedding h

(i)
mg and the KG-

level embedding h
(j)
kg , and τ is a temperature parameter that controls the sharpness of the probability

distribution. The loss function encourages the cosine similarity between positive pairs to be high and
the cosine similarity between negative pairs to be low. After training, we obtain the embedding for
each molecule in a joint space by combining the molecule-level and KG-level embeddings through
contrastive learning. We denote the embedding we learned in this step as hc.

2.4 Fine-tuning

After pre-training the bi-level GNNs on the self-supervised tasks, we can use the learned representa-
tions to perform downstream tasks. In this work, we focus on molecular property prediction.

Given a set of labeled molecules and their corresponding molecular graphs Gi, we use the pre-
trained M-GNN and K-GNN to obtain embeddings h

(i)
mg, h(i)

kg and their joint embedding h
(i)
c for

5



each molecule i. We then concatenate these three embeddings and feed them into an output layer
composed of a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) with an appropriate activation function for molecular
property prediction.

We use the binary cross-entropy loss with sigmoid activation for multi-label classification tasks and
Mean Squared Error (MSE) loss for regression tasks:

Lcls = −
n∑

i=1

k∑
j=1

[yi,j log ŷi,j + (1− yi,j) log(1− ŷi,j)] , Lrgr =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)
2 (7)

where n is the number of molecules in the dataset, k is the number of labels, yi,j is the true label of
molecule i for label j, and ŷi,j is the predicted probability of molecule i having label j.

During fine-tuning, we update the parameters of the output layer as well as the pre-trained GNNs
using backpropagation with the above loss functions. We use a small learning rate and train for a
sufficient number of epochs to obtain a well-performing model.

3 Experiments

3.1 Experimental Setting

Molecule-level Pre-training Data. To pre-train molecule-level M-GNN, we use the same set of
unlabelled molecules (11 million) as GROVER from ZINC15([58]) and ChEMBL ([59]), and use the
same pre-training strategy as GROVER.

KG-level Pre-training Data. To pre-train KG-level GNN, we carefully select knowledge graph
triples that related to the molecules from three sources: PubChemRDF 2 ([12]) and PrimeKG ([11]).

For PubChemRDF, we take triples from three subdomains of it: (1) compound, which mainly in-
cludes several compound-specific relation types (e.g., parent compound, component compound,
compound identity group, similarity neighbor); (2) cooccurrence, which includes the triples of
"compound- compound, -disease, -gene" co-occurrences; (3) descriptor, which includes some ex-
plicit properties (e.g., structure complexity, rotatble bond, covalent unit count); (4) neighbors,
which includes top N similar molecules in 2-d and 3-d structure; (5) component, which links the
molecules to their components; and (6) same connectivity, which shows the molecules having the
same connectivity with the source molecules. For UMLS, we select 11 molecule-related relations -
[has_ingredient, has_active_gradient, has_precise_active_ingredient, may_cause, may_treat, isa,
contraindicated_with_disease, has_contraindicated_drug, belongs_to_the_drug_family_of, inter-
acts_with, active_moiety_of ]. For PrimeKG, we extract 3-hop knowledge graph for all 7957 drugs (as
molecules) from it. We use existing information retrieval tools 3 4 to handle the mappings among dif-
ferent representations across difference coding systems for the same molecule entity. The constructed
KG consists of 2526659 triples with 183471 entities and 39 relations. For K-GNN pre-training, we
extract sub-graphs for 35991 molecules that we focus.

Downstream Tasks and Datasets. In light of existing works’ evaluation methods, we use the
MoleculeNet [60] 5 dataset, which is a benchmark for current machine learning tasks on molecules,
for evaluation on molecule property prediction tasks. This dataset covers four levels of molecular
properties: quantum mechanics, physical chemistry, biophysics, and physiology. At the quantum
mechanics level, it has QM7, QM7b, QM8, and QM9 datasets on regression tasks. All except for
QM7b, which only has 3D coordinates as the data, take in SMILES strings and 3D coordinates as
inputs. Similarly, all tasks at the physical chemistry level are regression tasks. It has ESOL that
estimates the solubility based on chemical structures, so the datatype of this dataset is SMILES
string. The FreeSolv dataset contains information on the hydration-free energy of small molecules in
water; Finally, Lipophilicity is a dataset on evaluating membrane permeability and solubility of drug
molecules. At the biophysics level, datasets include PCBA (PubChem BioAssay), MUV (Maximum
Unbiased Validation), HIV, PDBbind on bio-molecular complexes affinity, and BACE on inhibitors’

2https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/docs/rdf-intro
3https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/docs/pug-rest
4https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/home/develop/api/
5https://moleculenet.org/datasets-1
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binding results. Finally, at the physiology level, there are the following datasets: BBBP which stands
for blood-brain barrier penetration, Tox21 which concerns with toxicity in the 21st century, ToxCast
is another toxicity, SIDER which includes information about marketed drugs and adverse reactions,
and ClinTox is also a dataset on drugs.

Implementation. We use GROVER [13] for the molecule-level pre-training and use HeteroRGCN
[61] for KG-level pre-training. We use Adam [62] optimizer with the learning rate 1e-3 and weight
decay 1e-4 applied. All experiments are conducted on a machine equipped with two AMD EPYC
7513 32-Core Processors, 528GB RAM, 8 NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPUs, and CUDA 11.7.

Baselines. In the experimental setting section, we evaluate our proposed model, Gode, against several
popular baselines on molecular property prediction tasks. These baselines include TF_Robust [63],
GraphConv [64], Weave [65], SchNet [66], MPNN [33], DMPNN [4], MGCN [67], AttentiveFP [68],
N-GRAM [69], and GROVER [13].

3.2 Knowledge graph embedding training results

We evaluate four KGE methods for embedding initialization, which are TransE [54], DistMult [55],
RotatE [56] and TuckER [57]. We report their Hits@N, Mean Rank (MR), and Mean Reciprocal
Rank (MRR) performance.

Table 1: Performance of Knowledge Embedding Methods
Hits@1 Hits@5 Hits@10 MRR MR

DistMult 0.127 0.240 0.274 0.184 3598
RotatE 0.295 0.632 0.699 0.444 2354
TransE 0.040 0.445 0.597 0.224 2036
TuckER 0.464 0.651 0.700 0.551 2185

From the results in Table 1, we observe that TuckER achieves the highest performance across most
metrics, with the best Hits@1, Hits@5, Hits@10, and MRR scores. This indicates that TuckER is
highly effective at embedding initialization, with a better capacity to capture relationships and latent
patterns within the knowledge graph data. This superior performance can be attributed to TuckER’s
use of a tensor factorization method that efficiently captures the hierarchical structure of knowledge
graphs. Therefore, we select TuckER’s entity and relation embeddings to initialize the node and edge
embeddings of the K-GNN, respectively.

3.3 Results on the downstream tasks

We conduct our experiments comparing the performance of our proposed framework,
Gode, with several state-of-the-art models for molecular property prediction. The results
are shown in Table 2 (classification) and Table 3 (regression). The experimental re-
sults provide valuable insights into the strengths of our proposed Gode framework and
its ability to leverage both molecular graph and knowledge graph information effectively.

Table 2: Classification Results (Higher is better).

Model BBBP SIDER ClinTox BACE Tox21 ToxCast

TF_Robust ([63]) 0.860 0.607 0.765 0.824 0.698 0.585
GraphConv ([64]) 0.877 0.593 0.845 0.854 0.772 0.650
Weave ([65]) 0.837 0.543 0.823 0.791 0.741 0.678
SchNet ([66]) 0.847 0.545 0.717 0.750 0.767 0.679
MPNN ([33]) 0.913 0.595 0.879 0.815 0.808 0.691
DMPNN ([4]) 0.919 0.632 0.897 0.852 0.826 0.718
MGCN ([67]) 0.850 0.552 0.634 0.734 0.707 0.663
AttentiveFP ([68]) 0.908 0.605 0.933 0.863 0.807 0.579
N-GRAM ([69]) 0.912 0.632 0.855 0.876 0.769 -
HU. et.al ([7]) 0.915 0.614 0.762 0.851 0.811 0.714
GROVER ([13]) 0.940 0.658 0.944 0.894 0.831 0.737
Gode (ours) 0.947 0.654 0.948 0.899 0.837 0.732

Firstly, the superior performance
of Gode on the BBBP, ClinTox,
BACE, and Tox21 datasets for clas-
sification tasks demonstrates the
advantages of using bi-level self-
supervised pre-training to learn joint
embeddings. This approach al-
lows the model to capture the com-
plex relationships and latent pat-
terns within the molecular data, re-
sulting in more accurate predic-
tions for these molecular properties.
In the case of the SIDER and Tox-

Cast datasets, our Gode framework achieves competitive performance but does not secure the top
position. This indicates that while the bi-level self-supervised pre-training is effective, there might
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be potential improvements that could be made. One possibility is to further optimize the frame-
work’s hyperparameters or to refine the knowledge graph construction process for better information
extraction.

Table 3: Results on regression tasks (Lower is better).

Model FreeSolv ESOL Lipo QM7 QM8

TF_Robust ([63]) 4.122 1.722 0.909 120.6 0.024
GraphConv ([64]) 2.900 1.068 0.712 118.9 0.021
Weave ([65]) 2.398 1.158 0.813 94.7 0.022
SchNet ([66]) 3.215 1.045 0.909 74.2 0.020
MPNN ([33]) 2.185 1.167 0.672 113.0 0.015
DMPNN ([4]) 2.177 0.980 0.653 105.8 0.0143
MGCN ([67]) 3.349 1.266 1.113 77.6 0.022
AttentiveFP ([68]) 2.030 0.853 0.650 126.7 0.0282
N-GRAM ([69]) 2.512 1.100 0.876 125.6 0.0320
GROVER ([13]) 1.544 0.831 0.560 72.6 0.0125
Gode (ours) 1.566 0.820 0.711 74.4 0.0122

For regression tasks, Gode outperforms
other models on the ESOL and QM8
datasets, which can be attributed to the
framework’s ability to learn more expres-
sive embeddings that capture the contin-
uous properties of molecules. Although
Gode does not attain the best scores on
the Lipo and QM7 datasets, its strong
performance in these tasks suggests that
the framework is still capable of cap-
turing relevant information from both
molecular graphs and knowledge graphs,
enabling it to make accurate predictions.

In summary, the experimental results illustrate the effectiveness of our Gode framework in predicting
molecular properties across a wide range of tasks. The bi-level self-supervised pre-training approach
enables the model to learn joint embeddings that capture complex relationships within molecular and
knowledge graph data, leading to improved prediction performance. Future work could focus on
further refining the framework to achieve better results in cases where Gode does not secure the top
position.

4 Conclusion and Future Works

In this study, we introduce a bi-level self-supervised pre-training framework for predicting molecular
properties that effectively integrates information from both molecular graphs and knowledge graphs.
Our approach consists of molecule-level and KG-level pre-training, combined with contrastive
learning for joint embedding. We validate the effectiveness of our framework through comprehensive
experiments on multiple benchmark datasets and by comparing it to baseline models. Our findings
highlight the potential of utilizing both molecular graph and knowledge graph data for molecular
property prediction and other downstream tasks. As future work, we plan to expand our framework
to tackle more challenging tasks, such as cross-modality generation. Specifically, we aim to generate
molecules with accurate internal structures given surrounding triples in the KG-level pre-trained
K-GNN. This task has the potential to significantly impact the field of drug discovery.

5 Questions

Question 1: What is the benefit for pre-training them separately, instead of using the molecule-
level information as node features in the KG?

- Those two graphs contain different structural information - molecular graph contains the inner
structure of molecule while knowledge graph contains the relations between molecules and other
entities in biomedical domain or the relations across different molecules. We pre-train two different
GNNs to learn from those two types input graphs, and each of them can do the molecular property
prediction independently. However, the information they gathered during the prediction is mostly
different, which means integrating two representations of the same molecule can potentially improve
the prediction performance.

Question 2: Do you have examples to show your motivation?

- Yes, here is an example of motivation: in BBBP dataset (for blood-brain barrier penetration pre-
diction), acetylsalicylate (also known as aspirin) could not be correctly predicted by GROVER
([13], a SOTA pre-trained GNN model for molecule prediction). However, combined with
relational knowledge (e.g., (acetylsalicylate, may treat, neurological conditions),
(acetylsalicylate, is, lipophilic)) in knowledge graph, the model can potentially make a
correct prediction.
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