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Abstract 

In the expansive realm of drug discovery, with approximately 15,000 known drugs and only around 4,200 

approved, the combinatorial nature of the chemical space presents a formidable challenge. While Artificial 

Intelligence (AI) has emerged as a powerful ally, traditional AI frameworks face significant hurdles. This 

manuscript introduces CardiGraphormer, a groundbreaking approach that synergizes self-supervised 

learning (SSL), Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), and Cardinality Preserving Attention to revolutionize 

drug discovery. CardiGraphormer, a novel combination of Graphormer and Cardinality Preserving 

Attention, leverages SSL to learn potent molecular representations and employs GNNs to extract 

molecular fingerprints, enhancing predictive performance and interpretability while reducing 

computation time. It excels in handling complex data like molecular structures and performs tasks 

associated with nodes, pairs of nodes, subgraphs, or entire graph structures. CardiGraphormer's potential 

applications in drug discovery and drug interactions are vast, from identifying new drug targets to 

predicting drug-to-drug interactions and enabling novel drug discovery. This innovative approach 

provides an AI-enhanced methodology in drug development, utilizing SSL combined with GNNs to 

overcome existing limitations and pave the way for a richer exploration of the vast combinatorial chemical 

space in drug discovery. 

 

Introduction 

In the world of drug discovery, the task-specific labels are scarce – there are only ~15,000 

drugs, out of which ~4200 are approved ones. At the same time, the chemical space is 

combinatorically large. Owing to the vast size of chemical space, which is estimated to be in 

the order of 1060 molecules, the task of successfully finding new drugs is daunting and 

predominantly the major hindrance in drug development. With the rapid proliferation and 

advancement of AI, the technologies empowered by it have become invaluable tools in the 

various stages of the drug development process, such as identification and validation of drug 

targets, designing of new drugs, drug repurposing, improving the R&D efficiency, aggregating, 

and analysing biomedicine information and refining the decision-making process to recruit 

patients for clinical trials. It is expected that such a holistic AI approach will address the 



inefficiencies and uncertainties that arise in the classical drug development methods while 

minimising bias and human intervention in the process. The other uses of AI in drug 

development include the prediction of feasible synthetic routes for drug-like molecules1 , 

pharmacological properties2, protein characteristics as well as efficacy3, drug combination and 

drug–target association4 and drug repurposing5. Deep learning has demonstrated outstanding 

success in proposing potent drug candidates and accurately predicting their properties and the 

possible toxicity risks 6. Circumventing past problems in drug development – such as analysis 

of large datasets, laborious screening of compounds while minimising standard error, requiring 

large amounts of R&D cost and time of over US$2.5 billion and more than a decade – are now 

possible using AI methods. With AI technology, new studies can be carried out in assisting the 

identification of new drug targets, rational drug designing and drug repurposing7,8. 

Additionally, ML techniques and predictive model software also contribute to the identification 

of target-specific virtual molecules and the association of the molecules with their respective 

target while optimising the safety and efficacy attributes.  

In this manuscript, we leverage the power of self-supervised learning (SSL) to learn good 

representations of molecules. SSL has profoundly impacted Natural Language 

Processing(NLP), allowing the language models to be trained on large unlabelled text datasets 

and then use these models for downstream tasks9. In this study, we introduce a novel approach 

that incorporates the use of Graphormer, a transformer model specifically designed for graph-

structured data, and Cardinality Preserving Attention, a mechanism that maintains the 

cardinality of the input set in the output to build CardiGraphormer. Graphormer's unique ability 

to capture long-range dependencies in graph data, combined with the cardinality preserving 

nature of the attention mechanism, allows us to efficiently and accurately model complex 

molecular structures. This innovative combination not only enhances the predictive 

performance but also preserves the inherent properties of the molecular graphs, thereby 

providing a more holistic and accurate representation of the combinatorial chemical space. 

After pre-training, transfer learning is used to repurpose the model for a different but related 

task.  Pre-training involves training a model on related tasks with abundant data and then fine-

tuning it on a downstream task of interest. Transfer Learning is a technique where we use a 

pre-trained model to solve a problem similar to the problem the model was initially trained to 

solve. 

SSL leverages the underlying structure in the data and obtains the supervisory signals from the 

data itself. The learning approach involves predicting the hidden(masked) input part from any 



unhidden part of the output. To apply this approach, we represent molecules as a graph. The 

graph data represents rich information, mainly the relation-based information, among the graph 

entities. These entities are called nodes or vertices, and edges connect different nodes. In the 

world of molecules, a node represents an atom, and a node is connected to other nodes(atoms) 

through edges(bonds). Intuitively, we would like to build neural networks that, on the input, 

takes a graph and, on the output, makes predictions. These predictions can be at the different 

levels - nodes, pairs of nodes, at the subgraph(community) level, or at the graph-level - 

prediction of a property of a given molecule that can be represented as a graph on the input. 

Each of these molecules/atoms has different features, such as the associated charge, bond type 

and other relevant information. 

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) provide an effective solution to representation learning on 

graph data. Their operating principle involves a neighbourhood aggregation scheme. We 

iteratively update the representation vector of a given node by aggregating and transforming 

representation vectors of its neighbours at each stage. Previously, GNNs have been used to 

extract molecular fingerprints, which encode the structure of molecules. These fingerprints 

offer better predictive performance on downstream tasks, better interpretability, and reduced 

downstream computation time10. 

In traditional ML approaches, much effort goes into designing useful features, and devising 

proper ways to capture data structure so machine learning models can take advantage of it. In 

representation learning approach that we have incorporated here; this feature engineering step 

is not required. Once we have the graph data, we can learn “good representation” of the graph 

to be used for the downstream machine learning algorithm. Representation learning is all about 

automatically extracting or learning features in the chemical graph. SSL has also been used as 

a pre-training strategy for Graph Neural Networks(GNNs)11. 

Motivation and background for using GNNs – The widely used multi-layer perceptron (MLPs) 

are very flexible function approximators. Even an MLP with just a single hidden layer can 

approximate any possible function, assuming that layer is wide enough. However, the MLP 

doesn’t scale well with the input dimensionality. For instance, for representing a megapixel 

image, the number of parameters in the model quickly explodes. Consequently, the model 

overfits. Convolutional neural networks can address this issue for structured signals that live 

on a grid 1D – time grid or 2D grid such as an image. However, the problem with CNN is that 

they work for such regular grid structured data like above. Most data cannot be described in 



such a regular format, for instance, molecules, which have a graph structure that cannot be 

easily brought into a regular grid structure format. We seek a model class that scales better than 

MLPs and is more flexible than a convolutional neural network. The idea is to generalize CNN 

to be more flexible and is scalable. This provides us with the motivation for using neural nets 

for general graph-structured inputs – Graph Neural Networks.   

We want to exploit the local structure of the graph.  The local structure is the local connectivity 

in the graph is the prior information that we want to exploit to build the model that generalizes 

well. Graphs are descriptors of the signal structure where the signals are stored at the nodes, 

and the edges express the similarity between the signal components.  

In the 2D convolutional grid – the image grid also expresses closeness. However, the grid does 

not need to be regular in the general graph formulation, and the edges can even have different 

weights. The convolutions we define on the graph are polynomials conditioned on the graph 

structure encoded in a matrix derived from the graph. Intuitively, we are applying a filter; as 

we apply a convolutional filter on the 2d grid structure, we are applying a convolutional filter 

on a graph. The size of the filter on a graph structure depends on how far a target node is from 

its k-hop neighbours. The neighbourhood size depends on the value of k; the larger value of k, 

the larger the neighbourhood. K = 1 represents the immediate neighbours of a node.  

The graph neural network paradigm allows us to model various tasks ranging from NLP, where 

we have parsed trees, which are essentially graphs, to modelling everyday scenes where we 

model the compositional structure of objects. 

 There have been several use cases for using graph neural networks in drug discovery and drug 

interactions. For instance, drug interaction was modelled by representing drugs and proteins as 

nodes and the drug-protein and protein-protein interactions as edges. In literature, the known 

side effects of drugs, when taken together, is sparse. A good use case is designing models to 

predict the edges(links) between drugs. This methodology was used to discover new side 

effects that were not known earlier in the FDI database. At the graph-level machine learning 

tasks, one of the impactful applications is drug discovery. Recently, Stokes et al. used a graph-

based deep learning approach for discovering new antibiotics. The GNN was used to classify 

different molecules and predict promising molecules from a large pool of candidates, followed 

by experimental validation. A sub-task of drug discovery involves generating novel molecules 

with therapeutic activity.   



We map nodes in a graph to d-dimensional embeddings such that similar nodes in the graph 

are embedded close together in this embedding space. The model learns the function 𝒇𝒇:𝑢𝑢 →

𝑅𝑅𝑑𝑑.  

 

Methods  

Notation: We denote graph 𝐺𝐺 defined by vertices(nodes) 𝑉𝑉, edges 𝐸𝐸, adjacency matrix 𝐴𝐴. The 

graph features include node features ℎ𝑖𝑖 for a node 𝑖𝑖, edge features 𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 for an edge connecting 

node 𝑖𝑖 and node 𝑗𝑗, and graph features 𝑔𝑔. The graph features specification varies depending on 

the application.  

Representation:  

• Node Features 𝑯𝑯 = {ℎ1,ℎ2, … , ℎ𝑁𝑁};ℎ𝑖𝑖 ∈ ℝ𝐹𝐹  

• Edge features 𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 ∈ ℝ𝐹𝐹′ ,𝑬𝑬 = {𝑒𝑒1, 𝑒𝑒2, … , 𝒆𝒆𝑵𝑵𝒆𝒆} , where 𝑁𝑁𝑒𝑒 is the total number of edges 

• Adjacency matrix: 𝑨𝑨 ∈ ℝ𝑁𝑁×𝑁𝑁 

• Neighbourhood of a node 𝒩𝒩𝑖𝑖 = {𝑗𝑗 |𝑖𝑖 = 𝑗𝑗 𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 𝑨𝑨𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 ≠ 0} 

 

The general paradigm used for training graph neural networks is message passing, which is 

briefly discussed below:  

There are two key phases involved in the forward pass, that is, the calculation of output values 

from the input during training – the message passing phase and the readout phase. Message 

passing phase is run for T steps, and we define it using message functions 𝑀𝑀𝑡𝑡 and vertex(node) 

update functions 𝑈𝑈𝑡𝑡. We update the node features at each node based on the messages:  

𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖
𝑡𝑡+1 = � 𝑀𝑀𝑡𝑡�ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑡𝑡 ,ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑡𝑡, 𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�

𝑤𝑤∈𝒩𝒩𝑖𝑖

 

ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑡𝑡+1 = 𝑈𝑈𝑡𝑡(ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑡𝑡,𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖
𝑡𝑡+1) 

 Here, 𝑤𝑤 ∈ 𝒩𝒩𝑖𝑖 denotes the nodes in neighbours of node 𝑖𝑖. During the readout phase, we 

compute a feature vector for 𝐺𝐺 using a readout function 𝑅𝑅  

𝑦𝑦� = 𝑅𝑅({ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 �𝑖𝑖 ∈ 𝑉𝑉}) 



𝑀𝑀𝑡𝑡,𝑈𝑈𝑡𝑡, and 𝑅𝑅 are differentiable and are learned during the training phase. We note that 𝑅𝑅 is 

permutation invariant with respect to node states. This is an important constraint; permutation 

invariance helps us in exploiting the molecule symmetry.  Note that we could also learn edge 

features by using an equation similar to the one for node features update. At each stage, the 

features for the nodes are updated iteratively. The receptive field at each stage of iteration is 

expanded and the information flows across different nodes when we are updating a given node. 

This results in learning a richer representation of the entire molecule. Finally, we could use 𝑦𝑦� 

as the entire graph representation.  

The aggregation function we have used is combination of Graphormer12 and  cardinality 

preserving attention mechanism13. The motivation behind our approach stems from the inherent 

complexity and vastness of the combinatorial chemical space in drug discovery. Traditional 

methods often struggle to efficiently explore this space due to the high dimensionality and 

intricate relationships between molecular structures. Furthermore, the need for extensive 

feature engineering and the time-consuming nature of compound screening present significant 

challenges. To address these issues, we sought to leverage the power of machine learning, 

specifically focusing on Graphormer and Cardinality Preserving Attention. These tools offer 

the potential to capture the complex relationships within molecular structures, thereby 

enhancing predictive performance and reducing downstream computation time. Our intuition 

lies in the unique capabilities of Graphormer and Cardinality Preserving Attention. 

Graphormer, a transformer model specifically designed for graph-structured data, is capable of 

capturing long-range dependencies in graph data. This makes it particularly suited for tasks 

involving complex graph data, such as molecular structure analysis in drug discovery. On the 

other hand, Cardinality Preserving Attention maintains the cardinality of the input set in the 

output, ensuring that the inherent properties of the molecular graphs are preserved. By 

combining these two powerful tools, we hypothesized that we could create a more holistic and 

accurate representation of the combinatorial chemical space.  

𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 = 𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴�ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 ,ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙�, 

𝛼𝛼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 =
exp�𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 �

∑ exp�𝑒𝑒𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 � 𝑖𝑖∈𝒩𝒩𝑖𝑖

 , 

 



ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙+1 = 𝑓𝑓𝑙𝑙+1 �� 𝛼𝛼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙 ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙

𝑖𝑖∈𝑁𝑁𝑖𝑖

+ 𝑤𝑤𝑙𝑙+1 ⊙ � ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑙𝑙

𝑖𝑖∈𝑁𝑁𝑖𝑖

+ 𝑧𝑧deg−(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖)
−  +  𝑧𝑧𝑑𝑑𝑒𝑒𝑔𝑔+(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖)

+  �, 

 

The learnable embedding vectors 𝑧𝑧− and 𝑧𝑧+, which belong to the real number space 𝑅𝑅𝑑𝑑, are 

determined by the indegree deg−(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖) and outdegree deg+(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖) respectively. In the case of 

undirected graphs, deg−(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖) and deg+(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖)  can be unified to deg(𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖). By incorporating 

centrality encoding into the input, the softmax attention is able to grasp the signal of node 

importance in the queries and keys. As a result, the model is capable of capturing the semantic 

correlation, cardinality and the node importance within the attention mechanism. 

𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴𝐴 is the attention coefficient usually calculated as 𝐿𝐿𝑒𝑒𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝑦𝑦𝑅𝑅𝐸𝐸𝐿𝐿𝑈𝑈(𝐿𝐿(𝑙𝑙)𝑇𝑇  . 𝑐𝑐𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑐𝑐𝐿𝐿𝐴𝐴(𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖
(𝑙𝑙), 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖

(𝑙𝑙)), 

where 𝐿𝐿 is a learnable weight vector and 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖 and 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖 are linear transformation of ℎ𝑖𝑖
(𝑙𝑙) and ℎ𝑖𝑖

(𝑙𝑙) 

using 𝑊𝑊(𝑙𝑙) as a learnable weight matrix. 𝑓𝑓 is non-linear function (𝜎𝜎). Alongside the cardinal 

attention, we also engaged the Graphormer architecture for the aggregated function. 

Graphormer extends the Transformer models to encode graphs, thereby attributing superior 

predictive capabilities and reducing data dependencies in AI-driven drug discovery. 

Leveraging the graph attention networks and Transformers, it combines the capacity for local 

connection modelling and global dependence capturing. This dual benefit, involving graph 

convolution and attention mechanisms, facilitates improved understanding of the relationship 

between the graph components. It preserves the inherent topological properties and 

connectivity patterns of molecular graphs, with the inherent self-attention mechanism enabling 

extensive relational reasoning. This fosters a flexible, context-based exploration of the vast 

molecular space, both from a local perspective (individual atoms and bonds) and global 

perspective (interconnection of atoms and bonds in the molecule). The Graphormer model 

lends stronger computational modeling of the molecular structures, enabling refined molecule 

property prediction and accelerating the drug discovery process. This integration of Cardinality 

Preserving Attention Mechanism with the Graphormer architecture underscores a robust 

methodological advance in deploying machine learning for drug discovery. 

 

In the SSL framework (Figure 1), we have used a data augmentation module that we call T. It 

generates different views of molecules using attribute masking, where node/edge attributes are 



randomly masked11,14,15. Based on the neigbouring structure, the model learns to predict these 

masked attributes. For masking, we have used masked token for the atom(node) attribute that 

is masked. We have used NT-Xent loss15, and extension of  InfoNCE loss as the contrastive 

loss in our approach16. The loss function 𝐿𝐿 is given below 

𝐿𝐿𝑖𝑖,𝑖𝑖 = log
exp (𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖𝑚𝑚(𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖, 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖)/𝜏𝜏)

∑ 1 {𝐿𝐿 ≠ 𝑖𝑖} exp�𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖𝑚𝑚(𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖, 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖)� /𝜏𝜏)2𝑁𝑁
𝑖𝑖=1

 

The 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖 and 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖 denote the positive pair (Figure 1) generated by the MLP projection head, 𝜏𝜏 is 

the temperature parameter, and sim represents the cosine similarity. We note that in SimCLR15 

the authors note that several different data augmentations techniques can be composed together 

to yield better results. We have chosen to use only attribute masking as it gave the best results 

for downstream tasks when used with attention-based approach mentioned above.   

 

We use the following attributes of atoms and bonds to encode molecular graph:  

Attributes name Description 

Atomic type  H, C, O, N, F (encoded as one-hot vector) 

Chirality R or S or NULL (encoded as one-hot vector) 

Acceptor  Checks whether an atom is an electron 

acceptor (binary attribute) 

Donor Checks whether an atom is an electron donor 

(binary attribute) 

Atomic number Atomic number of the atom  

Aromatic Checks whether an atom is a member of an 

aromatic ring (binary attribute) 

Hybridization 𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠, 𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠2, 𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠3or NULL (encoded as one-hot 

vector) 

Ring size If an atom belongs to aromatic rings, this tells 

us the number of rings that include this atom 

(Integer) 

Hydrogens Number of hydrogens attached to this atom 

(Integer) 

 



 

Bond features:  

Bond type It tells if a bond is single, double, triple or an 

aromatic type (one-hot vector) 

Same ring edge It tells if the atoms on this edge are on the 

same ring (binary or NULL) 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Schematic representation of our model architecture 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Schematic representation of Transfer learning approach for downstream tasks.  



 

Dataset details:  

For pre-training stage, we used QM917, ZINC1518, ChEMBL19 datasets. The QM9 has ~134K 

molecules and was used first for training, followed by using ChEMBL and ZINC. From the 

ZINC15 database, we used a sample of 2 million compounds, and from ChEMBL we used a 

curated sample20 of ~456K compounds. 

For the downstream task of molecular property prediction, we used CHEMBL_Caco-2, 

CHEMBL_hMC, CHEMBL_mMC datasets that we curated from CheMBL database19. Public 

data sets for metabolic clearance and passive permeability in Caco-2 cells were extracted from 

ChEMBLv23. Raw data were obtained by keyword search in the assay description field. The 

resulting assay list was manually refined. Passive permeability was collected from apparent 

permeability (Papp) values. Clearance data was standardized in units of mL·min–1·g–1 and split 

by species.  For each species, the data set was merged using canonical SMILES; the standard 

deviation was used to keep data following stddev(CL) < 20 mL·min–1·g–1. The hERG dataset 

was obtained from DDH21.   

 

Training details: 

For downstream tasks of molecule property prediction, we add a 2-layer MLP with ReLU as 

the activation function. For the classification task on hERG dataset,  the final layer was 

replaced with the sigmoid layer.  

 

Results: 

 

Table 1: 𝑅𝑅2 score based on five fold cross validation compared with the previous approaches 

Dataset 𝑹𝑹𝟐𝟐(5-fold CV score) 𝑹𝑹𝟐𝟐(𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒆𝒆𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑 𝑺𝑺𝑺𝑺𝑺𝑺) 

CHEMBL_Caco-222 0.898 ± 0.06 0.77    

CHEMBL_hMC23 0.815 ± 0.03 0.624  

CHEMBL_rMC23 0.863 ± 0.04 0.722  

CHEMBL_mMC23 0.744 ± 0.03 0.575  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 2: results obtained on hERG inhibitory activity dataset 

Metric Result 

Accuracy 0.94 ± 0.03 

MCC 0.75 ± 0.03 

ROC 0.93 ± 0.03 

 

The Matthews correlation coefficient(MCC) considers true and false positives and negatives 

and is generally regarded as a balanced measure that can be used when there is a class 

imbalance.24  It produces a more informative and truthful score in evaluating binary 

classifications than accuracy and F1 score.  

Summary and conclusion 

In this study, we have presented a novel approach to drug discovery that leverages the power 

of self-supervised learning and Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) to explore the vast 

combinatorial chemical space. By employing Graphormer and Cardinality Preserving 

Attention(CardiGraphormer), we have been able to capture the complex relationships within 

molecular structures, thereby enhancing predictive performance and reducing downstream 

computation time. Our approach has demonstrated potential in various tasks associated with 

drug discovery, including new drug target identification, drug-to-drug interaction prediction, 

and novel drug discovery.  

Conclusion 

The integration of AI and machine learning in drug discovery has the potential to revolutionize 

the field, overcoming traditional limitations and paving the way for more efficient and effective 



exploration of the chemical space. Our work with self-supervised learning and GNNs, 

particularly the use of CardiGraphormer, has shown promising results, offering a new 

perspective on how we approach drug discovery. However, as with any AI approach, 

challenges remain, such as handling large volumes of data and reducing R&D costs. Future 

work should focus on further refining these methods and exploring their application in other 

areas of drug discovery and development. Ultimately, our study underscores the potential of 

AI-enhanced methodologies in drug development, and we believe that this is a significant step 

towards a more efficient and innovative future in drug discovery. 
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