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Abstract
To learn accurate representations of molecules, it is
essential to consider both chemical and geometric
features. To encode geometric information, many
descriptors have been proposed in constrained cir-
cumstances for specific types of molecules and do
not have the properties to be “robust”: 1. In-
variant to rotations and translations; 2. Injec-
tive when embedding molecular structures. In this
work, we propose a universal and robust Direc-
tional Node Pair (DNP) descriptor based on the
graph-representations of 3D molecules. Our DNP
descriptor is robust compared to previous ones and
can be applied to multiple molecular types. To
combine the DNP descriptor and chemical features
in molecules, we construct the Robust Molecular
Graph Convolutional Network (RoM-GCN) which
is capable to take both node and edge features into
consideration when generating molecule represen-
tations. We evaluate our model on protein and
small molecule datasets. Our results validate the
superiority of the DNP descriptor in incorporat-
ing 3D geometric information of molecules. RoM-
GCN outperforms all compared baselines.

1 Introduction
Machine learning, especially deep learning, has been widely
used in molecule-related tasks. To this end, it is essential
to convert chemical compounds or biological molecules, e.g.
proteins, to representations in an embedding space that can
be used as inputs for the deep learning models.

Among various molecular representations, the 1D or 2D-
based descriptors [Weininger, 1988; Zhou et al., 2016] are
popular. However, their limitations are obvious: All these
descriptors lack stereoscopic information, which is essential
for a rich representation of molecular information and tasks
related to 3D conformations of molecules. Thus, over the past
few years, a growing body of work has focused on obtaining
the representations for 3D molecules.

The 3D-based representations can be obtained by voxeliz-
ing molecules into 3D grids and learned with 3D convolu-

tional neural networks (3D CNNs) [Townshend et al., 2019].
However, 3D grids are not invariant to translations and ro-
tations, which are important for the prediction of molecular
properties that naturally hold the invariances. Moreover, be-
cause of the additional dimensions, voxel-based representa-
tions are more computationally expensive in both generating
and training compared with the 1D and 2D cases.

Another way to represent the 3D molecular structures is
to consider molecules as connectivity graphs. In several ap-
proaches, the 3D geometric information is incorporated into
the graphs by using 3D coordinates as node features [Qi et
al., 2017; Wang et al., 2019]. However, the coordinate-based
approaches have the same drawbacks as the voxel-based rep-
resentations: they do not capture geometric invariances. One
way to solve this issue is to use the distance or angle infor-
mation between the nodes, which captures the invariant re-
lationships in 3D molecular structures. To incorporate those
descriptors, graph convolutional networks (GCNs) are used
with different message-passing schemes [Gilmer et al., 2017;
Schütt et al., 2017; Fout et al., 2017; Chen et al., 2019]. How-
ever, GCNs usually focus on local geometric relations and
only contain distance information within a cutoff. So that the
representational powers of those GCN-based models are lim-
ited and the resulting representations fail to map molecular
structures injectively [Klicpera et al., 2020]. Thus, designing
and applying more robust geometric descriptors on molecu-
lar graphs are highly expected. Another issue is that most
GCN-based models work on the molecular graphs in which
the nodes do not have intrinsic geometric information such as
directional vectors. The advantage of introducing directional
vectors is that they can bring rich geometric information (e.g.
orientations) to enhance the representation.

In this work, for any type of molecules, we propose a novel
2-step method to learn a robust representation of 3D struc-
tures that contains general geometric information. We denote
the term “robust” as: 1. Invariant to rotations and trans-
lations; 2. Injective when embedding molecular structures.
In detail, our 2-step method includes two components: First,
the Directional Node Pair (DNP) descriptor, which is a ro-
bust geometric descriptor for graphs with directional vector
associated nodes. Second, the Robust Molecular Graph Con-
volutional Network (RoM-GCN), which has novel aggrega-
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tion schemes to update both of the node and edge features.
With our DNP descriptor as edge features, the RoM-GCN can
precisely learn the robust 3D molecular representations. The
main contributions of our work are as follows:

• We propose a novel and robust geometric descriptor for
3D molecular structures called Directional Node Pair
(DNP) descriptor. The DNP descriptor is built on molec-
ular graphs while the nodes are associated with direc-
tional vectors.

• We propose the Robust Molecular Graph Convolutional
Network (RoM-GCN), which can update the node and
edge features in a graph together for a higher represen-
tational power. The RoM-GCN can obtain robust repre-
sentations for 3D molecules with the DNP descriptor.

• We conduct experiments on protein and small molecule
datasets and validate the superiority of the DNP descrip-
tor as well as RoM-GCN. Our method outperforms all
compared baselines.

2 Related Work
Graph Convolutional Networks. To learn the represen-
tations of graph-structured data, Graph Convolutional Net-
works (GCNs) have been proposed [Duvenaud et al., 2015;
Niepert et al., 2016; Kipf and Welling, 2017]. To im-
prove the representational power, researchers are actively
investigating different aspects of GCNs: [Xu et al., 2019;
Morris et al., 2019] have built powerful GCNs inspired by
comparing GCNs with Weisfeiler-Lehman test of isomor-
phism. [Gilmer et al., 2017; Chen et al., 2019] have designed
GCNs that can learn from both node and edge features. The
GCN that we propose focuses on this aspect and utilizes a
novel way to incorporate edge features.

Representations for molecules. Many efforts have been
made to obtain molecular representations. Early ap-
proaches for such embeddings include fingerprints like the
SMILES [Weininger, 1988]. Over the past few years, peo-
ple have started to use voxelized 3D grids together with 3D
CNN for various tasks [Ragoza et al., 2017; Derevyanko
et al., 2018; Townshend et al., 2019]. Other approaches
for 3D molecular structures representation rely on graphs.
GCNs can be applied on those graph representations to
get embeddings of 3D molecules [Duvenaud et al., 2015;
Kearnes et al., 2016; Schütt et al., 2017; Fout et al., 2017;
Klicpera et al., 2020]. However, the descriptors used in those
works for the embedding of 3D structures are neither robust
in terms of transformation invariant and injective nor gener-
alized for any types of molecules. A universal representation
of 3D molecules is important since many biological problems
such as protein-ligand interaction involve multiple types of
molecules. Therefore, we propose a universal and robust ge-
ometric descriptor in this work.

3 Robust Geometric Descriptor for 3D
Molecular Structures

To solve tasks related to molecules in 3D Euclidean space, a
necessary step is to get molecular representations that contain

3D Geometric Descriptor Property 1 Property 2

Voxel-based [Townshend et al., 2019] × ✓
Coordinate-based [Wang et al., 2019] × ✓
Distance-based [Chen et al., 2019] ✓ ×
Distance and angle-based [Klicpera et al., 2020] ✓ ×
Point Feature Histogram [Rusu et al., 2009] ✓ ×
Point Pair Feature [Drost et al., 2010] ✓ ×
Directional Node Pair (ours) ✓ ✓

Table 1: Summary of whether or not a geometric descriptor for 3D
structures has the properties we proposed in Section 3.1 to define a
robust geometric descriptor. “✓” denotes that the descriptor holds
the property, “×” denotes that the descriptor doesn’t hold the prop-
erty. For the geometric descriptors in GCN-based methods, we eval-
uate the Property 2 on the cases where the graph-representations
contain our defined directional nodes in Section 3.2.

chemical and geometric information. In this section, we will
focus on the geometric information. Our goal is to propose a
“robust” geometric descriptor that can be used in ML models
for further representations of 3D molecules. In Section 3.1,
we will introduce two properties to define a robust geometric
descriptor. In Table 1, we summarize the geometric descrip-
tors discussed in Section 1 and Section 3.3. We find all those
descriptors are not robust under our definition. Then in Sec-
tion 3.3, we propose the robust Directional Node Pair (DNP)
descriptor based on graph representations described in Sec-
tion 3.2. In Section 4, the DNP descriptor is used to embed
the geometric information and to feed the RoM-GCN model
to generate robust molecular representations.

3.1 Properties of Robust Geometric Descriptor
Here we use two properties to define a “robust” descriptor:
Property 1. A “robust” geometric descriptor D of a molec-
ular structure s ∈ R3 has the rotational and translational
invariance: For all s, D(s) = f (D(s)), where f : R3 → R3 is
a transformation function for rotation or translation.
Property 2. A “robust” geometric descriptor D of molecular
structures S ∈ R3 is an injective mapping: For all s1, s2 ∈
S, whenever D(s1) = D(s2), then s1 = s2.

To obtain geometric descriptor that holds both Property 1
and 2, recent GCN-based work [Klicpera et al., 2020] makes
progress by modeling the directions between pairs of atoms
besides distances. The directional information is used by
leveraging the angles between the directions in the aggrega-
tions of GCN. Such geometric descriptor has higher repre-
sentational power than the distance-based geometric descrip-
tor. However, the directional information in such descriptor
is defined only between the neighboring nodes. The lack of
directional feature for each node limits the application of the
descriptor to the cases which we will discuss in the next sec-
tion.

3.2 Graphs with Directional Nodes
We now introduce the graph representation in which the
nodes are associated with directional vectors. We denote the
nodes with directional vectors as “directional nodes”:
Definition 1 (Directional Node). Let G = (V,E) denote a
graph, a node v ∈ V is a directional node if it is associated
with a directional vector u ∈ R3.
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Figure 1: (a) Illustration of two directional nodes ni and nj with ui

and uj . (b) Illustration of the computations in Equation (1).

The advantage of directional nodes is the geometric infor-
mation (e.g. orientations) contained in the directional vector
feature is indispensable for the graphs with Euclidean struc-
ture, e.g. proteins, nucleotides, small molecules, etc. If we
use the descriptors that only contain the geometric features
between nodes, the intrinsic geometric features of the nodes
will be lost. As a result, such descriptors do not meet the
Property 2. For example, in the atom-level graph represen-
tation of 3D protein structures, we can treat the side chain R
in each amino acid as a node. Since the R group is free to
rotate about the Cα − R bond, proteins with the same graph
structure but different R group rotamers will fail to be distin-
guished by those geometric descriptors [Schütt et al., 2017;
Chen et al., 2019; Klicpera et al., 2020] that are designed for
graphs without directional nodes.

3.3 Directional Node Pair (DNP) Descriptor

In this section, we propose the Directional Node Pair (DNP)
descriptor, which is a robust geometric descriptor designed
for 3D molecular structures that is represented by graphs that
contain directional nodes. To meet Property 1, we use the dis-
tance and angle information between nodes that are invariant
to rotations and translations. To meet Property 2, our descrip-
tor should at first be an injective mapping of the geometric
relations between a pair of directional nodes. Then an injec-
tive mapping of the geometric relations between all nodes can
be obtained.

The idea of DNP descriptor is inspired by the Point Fea-
ture Histograms (PFH) descriptor [Rusu et al., 2009], which
defines a fixed coordinate frame at one of the nodes to indi-
cate the relative geometric information between two nodes.
The relationship is expressed using a quadruplet ⟨α, β, γ, d⟩,
where α, β, γ are 3 angles in the measurement and d is the
Euclidean distance between nodes.

In detail, given two different nodes ni = (xi, yi, zi)
and nj = (xj , yj , zj), i ̸= j and two direction vectors
ui = (uxi, uyi, uzi) and uj = (uxj , uyj , uzj), we have d =
∥ni − nj∥2. To uniquely define a fixed coordinate frame at
one of the two nodes, we first compute θi = arccos (ui · vji)
and θj = arccos (uj · vij), where vji = nj − ni, vij =
ni − nj . The situation is illustrated in Figure 1(a). Then the
three angles α, β, γ are obtained in the cases below:

(1) In corner cases:

(α, β, γ) =


(0, 0, 0), if θi and θj do not exist
(θk, 0, 0), if only θk exist, k = i or j
(0, π/2, π), if θi = θj = 0

(π, π/2, π), if θi = θj = π

(0, π/2, 0), if θi = 0, θj = π or θi = π, θj = 0

.

(2) Otherwise if θi, θj ̸= 0 and π, we use the following
rules to define the source node ns and the target node nt:

if θi ≤ θj ,

{
ns = ni,us = ui

nt = nj ,ut = uj
, else

{
ns = nj ,us = uj

nt = ni,ut = ui
.

In other words, the source node is chosen to have the
smaller angle between its associated u and the vector con-
necting the two nodes. Finally we can create the fixed coor-
dinate frame uvw at ns and compute α, β, γ:

u = us

v = u× (nt − ns)

d
w = u× v

,


α = u · (nt − ns)

d
β = v · ut

γ = arctan (w · ut, u · ut)

. (1)

When β = 0 or π, we define γ = π/2. The computations
are illustrated in in Figure 1(b).

Properties of DNP Descriptor
Our proposed DNP descriptor holds the following properites:
Theorem 1. The DNP descriptor D of directional node pair
p = (ni, nj) in graph G has permutational, rotational and
translational invariance: For all ni, nj ∈ G, D(p) =
f(D(p)), where f : R3 → R3 is a transformation function
for permutation, rotation or translation.

Proof. (Sketch) D is permutation invariant since for all
ni, nj ∈ G, D(ni, nj) = D(nj , ni). The quadruplets
⟨α, β, γ, d⟩ in D are either defined for rotational and trans-
lational invariant relationships or computed in a fixed coor-
dinate frame uvw which can be transformed together with p.
Thus D is rotational and translational invariant.

Theorem 2. The DNP descriptor D of directional node pair
p = (ni, nj) in graph G is an injective mapping of the geo-
metric relationship between ni and nj: For all p1, p2, when-
ever D(p1) = D(p2), then p1 = p2.

Proof. (Sketch) For any p, if it meets the case (2) of the com-
putation of D, D will injectively map p to ⟨α, β, γ, d⟩. If p
meets the case (1), the values of α, β, γ do not conflict with
the values in case (2). Thus, D is an injective mapping.

Corollary 1. The DNP descriptor D of directional node pair
p = (ni, nj) in graph G is robust for all p under Property 1
and 2.

As stated in Corollary 1, the DNP descriptor is only robust
for directional node pairs. However, to represent the structure
of a molecule, the geometric relationships among all nodes
have to be considered. To obtain a robust geometric descrip-
tor for all nodes, we build a GCN in Section 4 with DNP
descriptor. The DNP descriptor with the message-passing
scheme is an approximation of the robust geometric descrip-
tor for all nodes in G, which will be discussed in Section 4.
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Figure 2: Flowchart of using the RoM-GCN model to learn robust molecular representations.

Related Non-robust Descriptors
Here we cover other existing geometric descriptors that can
get the relationships between directional node pairs. None of
them are robust under our definitions.

The Point Feature Histograms (PFH) descriptor proposed
the computations in Equation (1) which inspires the idea of
our DNP descriptor. Since the PFH descriptor is originally
proposed for points associated with surface normal vectors,
Equation (1) can get invalid results when the nodes are as-
sociated with arbitrary directional vectors. So that the PFH
descriptor is even not a well-defined mapping.

Another popular work [Drost et al., 2010] proposed the
Point Pair Feature (PPF) descriptor to describe the geomet-
ric relationships between oriented point pairs: For two points
m1 and m2 with normals n1 and n2, the feature F is defined
as: F (m1,m2) = (∥d∥2,∠ (n1, d) ,∠ (n2, d) ,∠ (n1, n2)),
where d = m2 −m1, and ∠ (a, b) ∈ [0, π] denotes the angle
between vector a and b. However, the PPF descriptor fails to
be an injective mapping because it will map any pair of chiral
structures to the same embedding.

A recent work [Fout et al., 2017] predicts protein interface
using graph representation for protein structures. In the graph
representation, each node is an amino acid residue associated
with the normal vector of the amide plane. The geometric
relationships between two nodes are described using the Eu-
clidean distance d between the nodes and the angle θ between
two normal vectors. This descriptor is not robust because dif-
ferent node pairs may have the same d and θ values.

4 Robust Molecular Graph Convolutional
Network (RoM-GCN)

In this section, we will design a novel GCN that uses the
quadruplets computed from the DNP descriptor proposed in
Section 3.3. Since the DNP descriptor describes the geomet-
ric relationships between any given node pair, we consider
the quadruplet ⟨α, β, γ, d⟩ as the input features of the edge
that connect the two nodes. As we will discuss later, our
GCN learns the robust representations for 3D molecules. So
that we name our proposed GCN as the Robust Molecular
Graph Convolutional Network (RoM-GCN). Figure 2 shows
the flowchart of the RoM-GCN model.

4.1 Problem Statement
The problem we want to solve is how to learn the robust graph
representation hg for any given 3D molecule. The represen-
tation is considered to be robust if the geometric information
that a structure contains is robust under Property 1 and 2. Let
G = (V,E) with a set of nodes V and a set of edges E be the
graph representation of a 3D molecule. For any node vi ∈ V ,
it has node feature hi and is associated with a directional vec-
tor ui. For any edge ϵij ∈ E connecting node vi and vj , it
has edge feature eij .

The nodes contain the features h representing chemical
properties in the 3D molecule related to each node, which is
shown in Figure 2(a). For edge features e, we use the DNP de-
scriptor to compute quadruplet ⟨α, β, γ, d⟩ between two con-
nected nodes as shown in Figure 2(b). The edge features en-
code the geometric information of a 3D molecule. With those
features, we can use our RoM-GCN to learn a robust repre-
sentation for different tasks.

4.2 Framework
To make our RoM-GCN being injective when updating node
and edge features, we use the summation function in all up-
date functions as suggested in [Xu et al., 2019].

For the node update function of node vi in the l-th convo-
lutional layer, we sum the feature of vi, the features of the
neighbor nodes of vi and the features of the edges connecting
vi and its neighbors:

hl
i = σl

h

(
hl−1
i +

∑
j∈N(i)

hl−1
j +

∑
j∈N(i)

el−1
ij

)
, (2)

where N(i) denotes the neighbors of vi, and the superscript l
denotes the items belong to the l-th layer. σh is an injective
nonlinear function for node features.

To update the feature of edge ϵij , we sum the features of
the vi and vj together with the feature of ϵij :

elij = σl
e

(
el−1
ij + hl−1

i + hl−1
j

)
, (3)

where σe is an injective nonlinear function for edge features.
After L convolutional layers, we compute the final repre-

sentation hg for the whole graph using the following readout
function:

hg =
L

∥
k=0

(∑
vi∈V

hk
i +

∑
ϵij∈E

ekij
)
, (4)



where ∥ represents concatenation.
Comparing with previous GCN-based models proposed

for the representation learning of molecules [Kearnes et al.,
2016; Schütt et al., 2017; Fout et al., 2017; Klicpera et al.,
2020], our RoM-GCN model has the following unique prop-
erties: 1. Our model can update node features and edge fea-
tures in parallel; 2. In the update functions, we use concise
summations for injective mappings. 3. In the readout func-
tion, we take both node and edge features into consideration
and get the representation for a hierarchical structure.

4.3 Geometric Information in RoM-GCN
As discussed in Section 3.3, our DNP descriptor itself is ro-
bust for directional node pairs. With the features computed
from the DNP descriptor as edge features, we can approxi-
mate the geometric relationships between all nodes in a graph
using RoM-GCN:

In the first convolutional layer, Equation (2) aggregates all
edge features that connecting to a node vi. Thus, the result-
ing node feature h1

i contains the geometric relationships be-
tween vi and its neighbors, while the geometric information
between the neighbors of vi exists in the updated neighboring
node features. In the next layer, Equation (2) further aggre-
gates all neighboring node features of vi to get h2

i . Note that
all node features in this layer contain the geometric informa-
tion computed from the previous layer. Thus, h2

i contains the
approximate geometric relationships between all nodes that
are connected with vi. In [Rusu et al., 2009], a similar ap-
proach was used for the Fast PFH descriptor. As the number
of layers getting larger, the node will aggregate the geometric
information in a longer range. Finally, using Equation (4), the
graph-level feature will be a robust geometric representation
of the whole molecule with a hierarchical structure.

5 Experiments
5.1 Datasets
Protein datasets. We adopt the TOUGH-C1 dataset, nu-
cleotide, and heme subsets in [Pu et al., 2019] for the clas-
sification of the ligand type of each protein substrate bind-
ing pocket to validate our proposed method. TOUGH-C1,
nucleotide and heme contain 4164, 3499 and 2542 residues
labeled with their ligand types, respectively.
Small molecule datasets. To evaluate the performance of
our model on small molecules, we use the DUD-E decoys
datasets [Mysinger et al., 2012], which contain active and in-
active chemicals for 4 proteins (hivrt, hivpr, cxcr4 or akt1)
for the classification task. We use AutoDock Vina [Trott and
Olson, 2010] to search for the 3D molecules in the binding
pockets. The hivrt, hivpr, cxcr4 and akt1 datasets contain 607,
1395, 122 and 422 active molecules and the same number of
inactive molecules, respectively.

5.2 Models and Configurations
To test our RoM-GCN model, we use PointNet [Qi et al.,
2017] and the 3DCNN in [Pu et al., 2019] as baselines. The
input graphs of RoM-GCN are created as follows: In the pro-
tein datasets, we treat each amino acid residue as a node. The
position of alpha carbon Cα in each residue is used to define

(a) (b)

𝑪𝜶

…

…
Amino Acid

Amino Acid
Centroid

𝑪𝜶

𝑪𝜶

Amino Acid

Figure 3: Illustrations of the definition of directional vectors in (a)
proteins and (b) small molecules.

edges: Two residues are connected with an edge if the dis-
tance between their Cα is smaller than 15 Å. The directional
vector of each node is defined as the direction from Cα to
the carboxyl carbon in the same residue, which is shown in
Figure 3(a). In small molecules datasets, we consider each
heavy atom as a node and each bond as an edge. To define di-
rectional vectors, we first find the centroid for each molecule,
then the direction is from the global centroid to each atom
as shown in Figure 3(b). In this way, the directional vectors
reserve global geometric information. To create the input of
3DCNN, we use a 33x33x33 input voxel grid contains only
the alpha carbons in each protein. For the input of Point-
Net, we consider each node in the graphs for RoM-GCN as a
point to build a point cloud for each molecule. Moreover, for
3DCNN and PointNet, in order to standardize the input orien-
tation, we apply the same principle component based rotation
procedure as in [Pu et al., 2019].

In RoM-GCN, we use 2-layer MLP to approximate all in-
jective non-linear functions. To make the comparison fair,
we fix the number of layers as 2 and the number of filters as
128 in all models. The classifiers are 2-layer MLP classifiers
with the Rectified Linear Units. For the imbalanced datasets,
we use the weighted cross-entropy loss function. Batch nor-
malization is applied to every layer in MLP. All models are
trained using the Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate
between 1e−3 and 1e−4 and the learning rate decays 50%
every 50 epochs. For all experiments, we perform 10-fold
cross-validation and repeat the experiments 5 times for each
dataset and each model. We choose the epoch with the best
testing accuracy averaged over all folds to report the results,
which are the AUC (Area under the Curve of ROC) and F1
scores.

5.3 Results

Ablation Study on Protein Datasets
We conduct an ablation study of our RoM-GCN model on
the protein binding pocket datasets. In the study, we compare
different geometric descriptors used for the edge features, dif-
ferent ways to incorporate the edge features and different pa-
rameters (number of filters and layers) of the model. A ref-
erence RoM-GCN model is compared with ablated variants.
The goal of the ablation study is to investigate the contribu-
tion of each component in our model. In Table 2 we list the
configurations of all RoM-GCN variants and report the results
of the ablation study.



Ablation Geometric
Descriptor

Edge Feature #
Filters

#
Layers

TOUGH-C1 Nucleotide HemeNode
Update

Edge
Update Readout AUC (∆AUC) F1 (∆F1) AUC (∆AUC) F1 (∆F1) AUC (∆AUC) F1 (∆F1)

Reference α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 2 0.951 (0.000) 0.775 (0.000) 0.965 (0.000) 0.910 (0.000) 0.983 (0.000) 0.944 (0.000)

Geometric
Information

d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 2 0.941 (-0.010) 0.740 (-0.035) 0.953 (-0.012) 0.893 (-0.017) 0.977 (-0.006) 0.937 (-0.007)
θ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 2 0.949 (-0.002) 0.772 (-0.003) 0.962 (-0.003) 0.907 (-0.003) 0.980 (-0.003) 0.943 (-0.001)

Edge
Feature

α, β, γ, d 128 2 0.919 (-0.031) 0.707 (-0.068) 0.941 (-0.024) 0.874 (-0.036) 0.966 (-0.017) 0.916 (-0.028)
α, β, γ, d ✓ 128 2 0.917 (-0.034) 0.706 (-0.069) 0.940 (-0.025) 0.875 (-0.035) 0.965 (-0.017) 0.920 (-0.024)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ 128 2 0.949 (-0.002) 0.772 (-0.003) 0.965 ( 0.000) 0.910 ( 0.000) 0.981 (-0.002) 0.943 (-0.001)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ 128 2 0.949 (-0.002) 0.762 (-0.013) 0.960 (-0.004) 0.902 (-0.008) 0.976 (-0.006) 0.933 (-0.011)

Width
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 16 2 0.927 (-0.024) 0.716 (-0.059) 0.939 (-0.026) 0.872 (-0.038) 0.969 (-0.014) 0.918 (-0.026)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 32 2 0.935 (-0.016) 0.733 (-0.042) 0.951 (-0.014) 0.889 (-0.021) 0.978 (-0.005) 0.935 (-0.009)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 64 2 0.945 (-0.006) 0.769 (-0.006) 0.963 (-0.002) 0.908 (-0.002) 0.980 (-0.003) 0.938 (-0.006)

Depth

α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 0 0.947 (-0.004) 0.758 (-0.017) 0.958 (-0.007) 0.896 (-0.014) 0.977 (-0.006) 0.933 (-0.011)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 1 0.952 ( 0.001) 0.775 ( 0.000) 0.965 ( 0.000) 0.911 ( 0.001) 0.981 (-0.002) 0.942 (-0.002)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 3 0.946 (-0.005) 0.759 (-0.016) 0.964 (-0.001) 0.908 (-0.002) 0.981 (-0.002) 0.941 (-0.003)
α, β, γ, d ✓ ✓ ✓ 128 4 0.949 (-0.002) 0.768 (-0.007) 0.963 (-0.002) 0.910 ( 0.000) 0.981 (-0.002) 0.943 (-0.001)

Table 2: Results of ablation study of RoM-GCN on protein datasets. We compare the reference model to ablated variants. We use the same
configurations and hyper-parameters except those for ablations on all models. The AUC and F1 scores are reported. ∆AUC and ∆F1 denote
the difference with respect to the reference model. We highlight the results of the reference model and the results higher than the reference.

Dataset PointNet 3DCNN RoM-GCN
AUC (std) F1 (std) AUC (std) F1 (std) AUC (std) F1 (std)

TOUGH-C1 0.852 (0.025) 0.545 (0.033) 0.935 (0.020) 0.788 (0.020) 0.951 (0.018) 0.775 (0.046)
Nucleotide 0.746 (0.023) 0.651 (0.026) 0.913 (0.012) 0.819 (0.014) 0.965 (0.009) 0.910 (0.015)

Heme 0.822 (0.029) 0.600 (0.052) 0.947 (0.018) 0.811 (0.038) 0.983 (0.007) 0.944 (0.019)
hivrt 0.758 (0.034) 0.698 (0.034) 0.915 (0.033) 0.840 (0.040) 0.984 (0.009) 0.949 (0.016)
hivpr 0.919 (0.030) 0.840 (0.033) 0.984 (0.020) 0.945 (0.022) 0.997 (0.003) 0.991 (0.005)
cxcr4 0.784 (0.088) 0.745 (0.062) 0.960 (0.049) 0.917 (0.048) 0.990 (0.021) 0.982 (0.022)
akt1 0.894 (0.028) 0.799 (0.026) 0.974 (0.023) 0.923 (0.028) 0.996 (0.008) 0.980 (0.015)

Table 3: Results of RoM-GCN and baseline models on protein and
small molecule datasets.

Effect of geometric descriptor. There are three different
geometric descriptors to be compared: 1. Only Euclidean
distance d between nodes; 2. d and the angle θ between the
normal vectors of the amide plane [Fout et al., 2017]; 3. Our
DNP descriptor using α, β, γ, d. The results in Table 2 show
that our DNP descriptor outperforms the descriptor that only
has distance information. The model adopting the descriptor
used in [Fout et al., 2017] can get comparable performance
with the reference model, because, in protein structures, the
information of d and θ is sufficient to determine the unique
conformation due to the constraints of peptide bonds. Thus,
this descriptor is robust merely for protein structures, but can-
not be applied to small molecules where theta cannot be de-
fined. The improved performance of using robust descriptors
implies that the geometric information plays a critical role in
the molecular representation learning task.

Effect of ways to incorporate edge features. We test dif-
ferent ways to incorporate the edge features in our RoM-GCN
model, which include ignoring edge features, adopting edge
features in the node updates, having the edge updates, and us-
ing edge features in the readout function. Results in Table 2
show that ignoring edge features or only adopting edge fea-
tures in the node updates get the worst performance. While by
adding the edge update function or using the edge features in
the readout function, the performance can be improved com-
pared to the model without any edge information. Thus, it is
necessary to correctly use edge features for better results. Our
reference model gets the overall best performance by using all
three components to incorporate the edge features.

Effect of parameters. We evaluate the effects of the num-
ber of filters and layers of our RoM-GCN model. The results
in Table 2 show that a larger number of filters improves net-

work capacity, which is necessary for learning better molec-
ular representations. However, simply increasing the num-
ber of layers does not guarantee a better performance without
careful design of the network.

Comparison with Baselines
We use the reference RoM-GCN in our ablation study to com-
pare with baseline models. In Table 3 we show the compar-
ison results of all models on the protein and small molecule
datasets. On all datasets, the performance of PointNet has
large gaps comparing with 3DCNN and our RoM-GCN. This
implies that although the point cloud representation can fully
capture the geometric information of a 3D molecular struc-
ture using xyz coordinates, it does not exhibit good gen-
eralization power for molecules. For 3DCNN, it outper-
forms PointNet with the voxelized input generated from 3D
molecular structures and can get the highest F1 score on the
TOUGH-C1 dataset. However, neither of the 3D molecular
representations of PointNet nor 3DCNN captures robust and
rich geometric information. In contrast, our RoM-GCN uses
the DNP descriptor to extract robust geometric information
from molecular graphs with directional nodes. Moreover, the
rich directional information shown in Figure 3 can be explic-
itly embedded and updated using our novel aggregation algo-
rithms in RoM-GCN. As a result, RoM-GCN overall outper-
forms the baselines on all seven datasets.

6 Conclusion
In this work, we successfully developed a universal method
to learn the representations with robust geometric informa-
tion for different types of 3D molecules. Particularly, we
proposed the DNP descriptor to obtain the robust geometric
information in 3D molecular structures. To exploit the geo-
metric and chemical features captured in the DNP descriptor,
we propose the RoM-GCN model, which is capable to take
the advantage of both node and edge features and learn ro-
bust representations at the molecular level. Experiments on
protein and small molecule datasets demonstrate the superi-
ority of the DNP descriptor and the RoM-GCN model. As
a future direction, it would be interesting to develop better
ways to define directional vectors.
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