
Molecular Classification Using Hyperdimensional
Graph Classification

Pere Vergés, Igor Nunes, Mike Heddes, Tony Givargis and Alexandru Nicolau
University of California Irvine

pvergesb@uci.edu, igord@uci.edu, mheddes@uci.edu, givargis@uci.edu, nicolau@ics.uci.edu

Abstract—Our work introduces an innovative approach to
graph learning by leveraging Hyperdimensional Computing.
Graphs serve as a widely embraced method for conveying in-
formation, and their utilization in learning has gained significant
attention. This is notable in the field of chemoinformatics, where
learning from graph representations plays a pivotal role. An
important application within this domain involves the identi-
fication of cancerous cells across diverse molecular structures.
We propose an HDC-based model that demonstrates comparable
Area Under the Curve results when compared to state-of-the-art
models like Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) or the Weisfieler-
Lehman graph kernel (WL). Moreover, it outperforms previously
proposed hyperdimensional computing graph learning meth-
ods. Furthermore, it achieves noteworthy speed enhancements,
boasting a 40x acceleration in the training phase and a 15x
improvement in inference time compared to GNN and WL
models. This not only underscores the efficacy of the HDC-
based method, but also highlights its potential for expedited and
resource-efficient graph learning.

Index Terms—Hyperdimensional Computing, Graph Kernels,
Classification, Machine Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Molecular classification is a crucial task in pharmaceutical
research [1], [2], gaining increased prominence in recent
years. Various techniques, including statistical models, deci-
sion trees [3], [4], Bayesian models [5], [6], kernel-based
methods [7]–[9], neural networks [3], [10], and sub-graph
mining techniques [11], [12], are employed in this field.
The quantitative structure-activity relationship (QSAR) [6]
serves as the foundation for these techniques, leveraging the
assumption that molecular structure reflects multiple chemical
properties. In Figure 1, we show an example of the conversion
of benzene to a graph. Analyzing the graph structure of
molecules provides valuable insights into their relationships
and similarities.

Figure 1. Benzene to graph representation [12].

Among the molecular classification approaches, methods
based on feature vector representation have emerged, par-

ticularly utilizing chemical descriptors and fingerprints. Fin-
gerprints [13]–[16], for instance, generate fixed-width bit-
vectors by enumerating cycles and linear paths, offering a
comprehensive representation of molecular features.

Another set of approaches involves mining frequent sub-
structures based on biological and chemical properties of
molecules [17], [18]. Such methods generate feature vectors
indicating the presence of distinct properties, requiring a
frequency threshold to differentiate between frequent and in-
frequent substructures. Notably, studies suggest that infrequent
substructures are more effective in discriminating between
different molecule types [12].

This work integrates the insights of infrequent substructures
learned from graph mining works [12] with Hyperdimensional
Computing (HDC) [19]. As Machine Learning gains popu-
larity for solving complex problems [20], HDC has emerged
as a favored solution for resource-constrained scenarios [21],
[22], spanning voice and gesture recognition [23], [24], nat-
ural language processing [25], graph learning [26], [27], and
bioinformatics [28]. HDC appeal lies in its ability to abstract
information efficiently.

Beyond HDC, there is a growing interest in graph learning
techniques, specifically those focused on graph similarity [29].
Graph kernels, commonly coupled with support vector ma-
chines (SVM) [30], have gained attention. Nevertheless, their
computational cost scales quadratically, rendering them un-
suitable for online learning and real-time applications [31].
Another popular approach is the use of Graph Neural Net-
works (GNN). However, GNNs present challenges due to
their computational time complexity and energy costs, thereby
limiting their applicability in real-world scenarios, such as
embedded or IoT applications [32]–[34] that are subject to
strict design constraints.

Our research introduces a novel method for detecting can-
cerous cells by comparing the cell structures of cancerous
and non-cancerous cells and employing graph classification
based on HDC. The approach is based on sub-graph kernel
matching [35], taking into account infrequent cell patterns to
refine the learned associative memory using HDC adaptive
learning techniques. The primary objective of our method
is to improve efficiency while ensuring a level of accuracy
comparable to state-of-the-art graph learning methods in the
context of cancerous cell detection. The applicability of our
work extends to various real-time scenarios requiring online
learning for timely execution [12], [36], [37], such as the
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evaluation of evolving cells in human liver diseases [38]
or gliomas [39]; and in anomaly detection for molecular
data [40], [41], where approaches like GNNs or Weisfeiler-
Lehman (WL) kernels may prove too expensive for real-time
conditions.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we present related works on graph learning
methods, covering techniques for molecular classification.

A. Graph Learning Methods

a) Kernel methods: are popular machine learning tech-
niques for comparing data points within a graph using sim-
ilarity metrics. The literature encompasses various kernel
methods, each focusing on different properties of a graph.
Notable examples include the Random Walk Kernel [42],
Tree Pattern Kernel [43], Shortest-Path Kernel [44], Optimal
Assignment Kernel [45], Graphlet Kernel [46], Weisfeiler-
Lehman Kernel [36], Subgraph Matching Kernel [12], among
others. From this extensive set, we will focus on comparing
our results with the state-of-the-art Weisfeiler-Lehman (WL)
kernel.

The WL kernel iteratively refines label assignments for
graph nodes based on their neighbors’ structure. The iterative
algorithm updates node labels until no further changes occur.
The execution cost depends on the neighborhood’s number of
hops, increasing with larger values. An enhancement to the
WL algorithm involves combining it with Optimal Assign-
ment [47], determining node pairs with minimal cost in graph
comparisons according to a similarity metric.

b) Graph Neural Network (GNN): Recent advances in
Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) involve iteratively updating
representations by exchanging information with their neigh-
bors, and once trained, they are used to perform classifica-
tion. Despite the popularity of GNNs, graph kernels remain
competitive. In fact, it has been shown that GNNs are, at
most, as powerful as the Weisfeiler-Lehman (WL) test in graph
discernment [48].

c) Fingerprints: These are well-known techniques in
cheminformatics for representing molecules using feature vec-
tors [15], [16]. These fingerprints are generated by enumerat-
ing all molecular graph substructures and extracting predefined
relevant substructures. Feature vectors can then be compressed
using hashing techniques. In order to perform classification
using fingerprints one can use similarity metrics to define
graph similarity. This is typically done using the Tanimoto
coefficient [49].

d) Subgraph mining: This is another prevalent approach
applicable to large graphs. Various techniques focus on mining
frequent patterns, with GraphSig [12] yielding superior results.
GraphSig mines significant subgraphs, translating them into
the feature vector space by evaluating statistical significance
patterns, which helps to use the most relevant features of
the graph when performing graph classification, which is
performed using similarity measures. This technique highlights
that infrequent patterns are more significant than frequent ones.

III. HYPERDIMENSIONAL COMPUTING (HDC)

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to HDC,
explain how classification is performed, and introduce two
graph encoding approaches proposed in the literature.

A. Information Representation

In HDC, information is encoded as points in a high-
dimensional space (hyperspace) H, known as hypervectors.
Given input data x ∈ X , a mapping ϕ : X → H produces the
encoding ϕ(x). The core concept is that similar inputs in the
original space map to similar vectors in the hyperspace.

B. Operations

Once information is in the hyperspace, operations like
superposition, binding, and permutation are applied to create
composite representations. These operations preserve hyper-
vector dimensionality, generating a hypervector in the same
hyperspace as the operands. Their composability allows for
versatile encoding tailored to diverse applications, capturing
data compositionality effectively. The similarity metric evalu-
ates hypervector relations and resemblance.

a) Similarity metric: The similarity between hypervec-
tors is given by δ : H × H → R, and is used to determine
relations, crucial for classification problems [50]. Usually, the
similarity metric is implemented using cosine similarity, dot
product, or hamming distance.

b) Superposition: The superposition operation aggre-
gates information into a single hypervector representation
using element-wise vector addition. This operation produces
a vector maximizing similarity to the original operands. In
certain hyperspaces, an inverse operation to bundling exists,
removing an item from the bundled representation by applying
superposition with the additive inverse [51], [52].

c) Binding: The binding operation associates two hy-
pervectors, yielding a hypervector dissimilar to both inputs.
Widely employed for information association, similar to as-
signing values to variables, binding has an inverse operation
(unbinding) involving the multiplicative inverse. Depending
on the hyperspace, the binding operation can be self-inverse
or may require a different operation [51], [52].

d) Permutation: The permutation operator is used for
imposing order on hypervectors. This operation yields a dis-
similar hypervector, enabling the assignment of specific orders
within the hyperspace. Importantly, the inverse operation al-
lows exact retrieval of the original input hypervector, ensuring
reversibility in the permutation process [53].

C. Hyperdimensional Classification

Hyperdimensional classification [54] comprises two stages.
Firstly, the training stage involves learning from the provided
input data. Secondly, the inference stage involves the model
predicting the class of unseen samples.



a) Training: The initial training step involves encoding
input data samples into hypervectors by employing the HDC
operations. Subsequently, the encoded sample is added to the
associative memory, which is comprised of hypervectors that
represent the prototypes of the different classes. This addition
entails element-wise addition of the encoded sample with the
corresponding class hypervector, identified by its label.

Figure 2. Proposed graph encoding.

b) Inference: The inference process consists of three
steps. Similar to training, the initial inference step involves
encoding input data into the hyperdimensional space. Ensuring
consistency and accuracy, it is crucial to use the same encoding
for both phases. Following encoding, the next step computes
the similarity between the encoded sample and associative
memory. This yields a list of distance measures between the
sample and different classes. Finally, the class most similar to
the encoded sample is selected from the list of similarities for
predicting the input data class.

D. Hyperdimensional graph encodings

The first work that proposed encoding graphs into hyper-
space is due to Gayler and Levy [55]. Poduval et al. [27] built
up on it and demonstrated different properties of the encoding.
Another work, named GraphHD [26], proposed creating an
ordering of the nodes using a node centrality metric when
assigning each one its hypervector for classification. This work
shows that using HDC on certain datasets gives comparable
results to state-of-the-art models such as GNNs or WL kernels,
while having faster training and inference times.

Our method uses hyperdimensional classification method
for encoding the graph into hypervectors. The approach takes

Table I
CENTRALITY METRICS AUC PERFORMANCE USING GRAPHHD.

Centrality metric AUC
None (Gayler & Levy) 61.12
PageRank (GraphHD) 59.57
Degree centrality 59.70
Closeness centrality 58.99
Betweenness centrality 59.57
Load centrality 59.84
Subgraph centrality 59.38
Harmonic centrality 58.83

on the insights that are learnt about infrequent patterns from
subgraph mining techniques, by creating the encoding repre-
sentation using star subgraphs and giving more importance to
the graph infrequent patterns by using RefineHD [56]. This
allows our method to have similar execution times to HDC
approaches while achieving comparable accuracy results to the
state-of-the-art graph learning methods.

Our approach employs a hyperdimensional classification
method, which involves encoding the graph into hypervec-
tors. By leveraging the knowledge gained from subgraph
mining techniques, particularly focusing on infrequent pat-
terns, and subgraph matching kernels, our method employs
star subgraphs in the encoding representation. To emphasize
the importance of graph infrequent patterns, we utilize Re-
fineHD [56]. This strategy ensures that our approach maintains
execution times similar to HDC approaches, while also de-
livering accuracy results comparable to state-of-the-art graph
learning methods.

IV. OUR METHOD

The encoding process in HDC poses a significant challenge
and holds paramount importance as it dictates how data is
captured. Our primary focus in this study is on defining a
method to encode the graph of cells effectively, with the goal
of capturing maximal information. This capability is crucial
for distinguishing whether a molecule exhibits an active or
inactive cell line. Consequently, our input comprises structural
graphs, and we must subsequently map this information into
the hyperdimensional space.

Before introducing our method, we conducted an evaluation
of centrality metrics to be applied to the GraphHD encoding,
since their work showed great results when using PageRank
centrality metric [57]. Our findings indicate that centrality
metrics are not effective in capturing the graph’s information
when applied to HDC and molecule graphs. Table I illustrates
the average AUC (Area Under the Curve), on the PTC FM,
MUTAG, NCI1, ENZYMES, and PROTEINS datasets, of
GraphHD using different centrality metrics. Notably, the first
scenario, employing random hypervectors without considering
centrality metrics, outperforms all cases where nodes are
ordered using such metrics. This observation underscores the
limited efficacy of centrality metrics in enhancing the AUC of
the encoding process.

Our approach is inspired by subgraph-kernel matching. One
approach that uses subgraph matching kernel [35] counts the



Algorithm 1 Graph classification algorithm: Training
Input: Training set of graphs and their class labels G
Output: MemoryM containing the set of class hypervectors

C1, . . . , Ck

for (g, i) ∈ G do
Hg ← ∅
for node v ∈ V (g) do

Hv ← ϕ(v)
for u ∈ neighbours(v) do

Hv ← bind(Hv, ϕ(u))
end for
Hg ← bundle(Hg, Hv)

end for
M← RefineHD(Hg, i,M)

end for

number of matching subgraphs between two graphs. Taking
this idea into account, we generated a graph encoding that
creates a histogram of star subgraphs. Figure 2 depicts the
proposed graph encoding.

By performing a histogram of star subgraphs, we make
our representation more complex compared to the previously
proposed methods. This helps to make a more drastic distinc-
tion between different graph patterns. Moreover, our method
builds on the idea shown in [12], where they found that when
classifying molecules using their structure, in this study [12]
was shown that subgraphs that appear in the graph with low
frequency carry more information than frequent graphs. For
this reason, we decided to apply adaptive learning to our
classification algorithm. This will help in giving less weight
to frequent graphs and subgraphs and giving more value to
those that are more infrequent.

Table II
ADAPTIVE LEARNING AUC.

Model Add AdaptHD OnlineHD RefineHD
AUC 76.32 89.36 89.41 90.51

In HDC, adaptive learning is a common technique to
improve AUC while maintaining good efficiency, although this
technique can also be applied to perform iterative training,
which augments its training time considerably. There are
three proposed models: AdaptHD [58], OnlineHD [59], and
RefineHD [56]. We have evaluated all these models, and we
have seen that RefineHD is the one that gives the best AUC
for this application. In Table II, we show the comparison
between the different methods of adding information to the
associative memory. The first method (Add) adds all graph
encodings to the memory. The second method (AdaptHD)
only adds misclassified patterns to the memory. The third
method (OnlineHD) only adds misclassified patterns but in
a weighted manner, taking into account the cosine similarity
of the sample and the class. The last method (RefineHD)
adds both classified and misclassified samples in a weighted
manner but only adds a sample when the cosine similarity

Table III
REFINEHD THRESHOLD VALUE.

Threshold 1 1.5 1.8 2
AUC 90.51 91.00 91.09 90.98

to the correct class is below a threshold, which is partially
computed using the similarities of the incorrectly classified
samples. From these methods, we see that RefineHD is the one
that behaves the best, having a +1% improvement compared
to the other adaptive learning methods.

Since RefineHD was the method that behaved the best, we
decided to conduct a study and see what threshold performed
better. In Table III, we see in the results that having a threshold
value between 1.5 and 2 gives the best results.

We show the training pseudocode of our graph classification
in Algorithm 1, for each class we will encode all graphs using
the proposed star subgraph encoding that uses bind as the HDC
to build the subgraphs, in order to add a graph to its class we
use the RefineHD method.

Algorithm 2 Graph classification algorithm: Inference
Input: Graph g and trained memory M containing the set of

class hypervectors C1, . . . , Ck

Output: Predicted label ŷ
Hg ← ∅
for node v ∈ V (g) do

Hv ← ϕ(v)
for u ∈ neighbours(n) do

Hv ← bind(Hv, ϕ(u))
end for
Hg ← bundle(Hg, Hv)

end for
ŷ ← argmaxi(δ(Hg, Ci))

For inference, it is necessary to encode the graph using
the hyperdimensional vectors that represent each node. After
encoding, perform the cosine similarity operation against the
previously trained memory. This will return a value between 0
and 1 for each class. The resulting prediction will be the one
that has the value closest to one, indicating higher similarity
to the corresponding class.

V. EXPERIMENTS

To evaluate our method, we utilized eleven anticancer
screen datasets from the TUDataset [29], which were ex-
tracted from PubChem1. The method was implemented us-
ing TorchHD [60], a Python library dedicated to HDC. We
compared the performance of our model against both previous
HDC graph classification methods and state-of-the-art graph
classification methods. We chose to compare it against the
1-WL sparse graph kernel, as the dense 1-WL and WL-OA
are too computationally expensive for cancer cells detection.
Additionally, we conducted a comparison with a GNN model

1https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov



Table IV
ANTICANCER SCREEN DATASETS.

Dataset Size Description
MCF-7 28972 Breast
MOLT-4 41810 Leukemia
NCI-H23 42164 Non-small Cell lung
OVCAR-8 42386 Ovarian
PC-3 28679 Prostate
P388 46440 Leukemia
SF-295 40350 Central nervous system
SN12C 41855 Renal
SW-620 42405 Colon
UACC-257 41864 Melanoma
Yeast 83933 Yeast anticancer

based on the Graph Isomorphism Network (GIN) [61]. The
configuration of these two methods adhered to the default
settings from the benchmark evaluation of the TUDataset. All
experiments were executed on a machine with 2 x 6-core Intel
Xeon X5680 @ 3.33GHz, 96GB RAM, 64-bit CentOS Linux
7. For each experiment, we utilized 10,000 dimensions and
conducted 10 repetitions.

A. Dataset

The datasets were extracted from PubChem, which contains
a compilation of biological activities of different molecules.
We utilized the records of anticancer screen data tested against
various cancer cell lines. Each of these datasets contains
molecules that have been tested against cancer cells, along
with the results indicating whether they are active or inactive.
A summary of the datasets we have used is presented in
Table IV.

Table V
ADAPTIVE LEARNING AUC RESULTS.

Dataset Baseline AdaptHD OnlineHD RefineHD
MCF-7 54.64 86.81 86.63 88.43
MOLT-4 54.15 87.25 86.57 88.24
NCI-H23 57.74 91.20 91.73 92.64
OVCAR-8 56.88 91.40 91.44 92.44
PC-3 56.49 90.33 90.44 91.41
P388 56.52 91.00 91.14 92.14
SF-295 57.97 91.70 91.81 92.27
SN12C 58.01 91.77 91.82 92.70
SW-620 55.87 90.10 89.67 91.27
UACC257 57.00 92.60 92.70 93.78
Yeast 51.14 78.84 79.53 80.33

B. Adaptive learning

The first experiment we conducted aimed to determine
which adaptive learning algorithm would perform best for
detecting cancerous cells. As explained in Section III-C,
we compared the hyperdimensional classification baseline to
AdaptHD, OnlineHD, and RefineHD. As shown in Table V,
RefineHD performed the best in terms of AUC results for
all datasets. In Table VI, we present the average time per
sample for both training and inference. Despite RefineHD
being slower compared to the other methods, we chose it for

our method since it yielded the best performance across all
other methods.

Table VI
ADAPTIVE LEARNING TECHNIQUES TRAIN AND INFERENCE TIMES PER

SAMPLE.

VSA Baseline AdaptHD OnlineHD RefineHD
Train time 0.42 0.57 0.58 0.62
Inference time 0.53 0.65 0.64 0.69

C. Vector Symbolic Architectures

The second experiment we conducted involved evaluating
our proposed graph encoding using RefineHD and trying
different Vector Symbolic Architectures (VSA) [62]. We ex-
perimented with Multiply Add Permute (MAP), Fourier Holo-
graphic Reduced Representation (FHRR), and Vector-Derived
Transformation Binding (VTB).

Table VII shows the performance results with the three dif-
ferent VSA, and we observe that in terms of AUC, the resulting
values are very similar. However, in terms of execution time,
the MAP architecture is the most efficient one.

Table VII
VECTOR SYMBOLIC ARCHITECTURES PERFORMANCE.

VSA MAP FHRR VTB
AUC 90.51 90.78 90.33
Train time 0.82 0.92 5.36
Inference time 0.87 0.97 5.38

D. Methods comparison

The third experiment involved comparing our method
to both hyperdimensional graph classification methods
(GraphHD and GraphHD) and state-of-the-art graph models
(1-WL sparse and GIN). We attempted to execute against
dense 1-WL and WLOA; however, the execution time was too
large to be applied to cancer cell detection, since the execution
of just one dataset was taking several days.

In Figure 3, we observe the AUC of all the methods. As
we can see, the two hyperdimensional classification models
have considerably lower AUC values, lower by 20% and 25%
compared to our proposed method. Compared to the state-of-
the-art models, we have comparable results, lower by 3% and
4%. In terms of efficiency, our method is 1.25 times faster
than (Gayler & Levy encoding) and 1.33 times slower than
GraphHD during training, with similar times for inference.
Compared to the state-of-the-art models, we achieve large
speedups in terms of training. Against WL, we get a 31x
speedup, and a 41x speedup compared to GIN. In terms of
inference, we have a speedup of 15x compared to WL and
a slight speedup of 1.07x against GIN. All these results are
shown in Tables VIII and IX.

E. Scalability

Finally, the last experiment consisted of evaluating the
scalability performance of this method. It aimed to assess both



Figure 3. Method comparison techniques AUC.

Table VIII
METHOD COMPARISON TRAIN TIME.

Gayler & Levy GraphHD Ours 1-WL GIN
MCF-7 0.18 0.10 0.13 3.73 5.67
MOLT-4 1.30 0.72 0.95 32.28 40.74
NCI-H23 1.75 0.96 1.27 42.44 55.18
OVCAR-8 1.15 0.63 0.84 26.80 36.43
PC-3 1.21 0.66 0.89 23.85 37.15
P388 0.61 0.39 0.46 15.25 12.80
SF-295 1.36 0.75 0.99 31.94 45.72
SN12C 1.18 0.65 0.87 27.79 37.76
SW-620 0.12 0.06 0.09 2.95 3.93
UACC257 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.44 0.60
Yeast 0.03 0.02 0.02 1.25 0.66

Table IX
METHOD COMPARISON INFERENCE TIME.

Gayler & Levy GraphHD Ours 1-WL GIN
MCF-7 0.20 0.11 0.14 1.65 0.18
MOLT-4 1.45 0.83 1.01 15.95 1.12
NCI-H23 1.94 1.12 1.36 21.60 1.39
OVCAR-8 1.28 0.73 0.89 14.19 0.91
PC-3 1.35 0.77 0.95 10.49 1.31
P388 0.70 0.45 0.50 7.9 0.51
SF-295 1.51 0.87 1.06 16.76 1.09
SN12C 1.33 0.76 0.93 14.54 0.95
SW-620 0.13 0.07 0.09 1.54 0.09
UACC257 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.23 0.02
Yeast 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.74 0.02

Table X
AVERAGE AUC AND TRAIN/INFERENCE TIMES COMPARISON.

Methods AUC Train time Inference time
Gayler & Levy 68.73 (x0.75) 0.81 (x1.25) 0.91 (x1.42)
GraphHD 66.76 (x0.73) 0.45 (x0.75) 0.53 (x0.82)
Ours 90.93 - 0.60 - 0.64 -
WL 94.97 (x1.04) 18.98 (x31.6) 9.60 (x15)
GIN 93.68 (x1.03) 25.15 (x41.91) 0.69 (x1.07)

the AUC improvement achievable by adding more dimensions
and the effect on training time and inference time. In Figure 4,
we can observe that adding dimensions up to 50,000 results in
an improvement in AUC. However, going beyond that range
does not provide further improvement, as the AUC plateaus.
Additionally, the training and inference times increase linearly
with the number of dimensions.

Figure 4. Method scalability.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This work introduces a novel graph encoding using HDC,
employing star-subgraphs to represent graph information in
hyperspace, and utilizing adaptive learning through the Re-
fineHD approach to prioratize infrequent subgraph patterns.
The focus is on representing graphs of molecules where a
cancer cell is either active or inactive. The comparison with
two graph encodings proposed in the literature using HDC
demonstrates an improvement in accuracy of up to 25% while
maintaining a similar execution time. Additionally, our method
is compared to state-of-the-art graph learning approaches such
as Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) and the Weisfeiler-Lehman
kernel, achieving comparable accuracy results and significant
speedups of 40x during training and 15x during inference.
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