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Abstract

Protein classification tasks are essential in drug
discovery. Real-world protein structures are
dynamic, which will determine the properties
of proteins. However, the existing machine
learning methods, like ProNet (Wang et al.,
2022a), only access limited conformational
characteristics and protein side-chain features,
leading to impractical protein structure and
inaccuracy of protein classes in their predictions.
In this paper, we propose novel semantic data
augmentation methods, Novel Augmentation
of New Node Attributes (NaNa) and Molec-
ular Interactions and Geometric Upgrading
(MiGu) to incorporate backbone chemical
and side-chain biophysical information into
protein classification tasks and a co-embedding
residual learning framework. Specifically, we
leverage molecular biophysical, secondary
structure, chemical bonds, and ionic features
of proteins to facilitate protein classification
tasks. Furthermore, our semantic augmentation
methods and the co-embedding residual learning
framework can improve the performance of
GIN (Xu et al., 2019) on EC and Fold datasets
(Bairoch, 2000; Andreeva et al., 2007) by 16.41%
and 11.33% respectively. Our code is available
at https://github.com/r08b46009/
Code_for_MIGU_NANA/tree/main.

1. Introduction
Protein classification is a pivotal task in drug discovery,
including classification by Enzyme Commission (EC) num-
bers and the Structural Classification of Proteins (SCOP)
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database (Bairoch, 2000; Andreeva et al., 2007). For exam-
ple, researchers discovered that predicting the EC number
of a new mitochondrial decarboxylase would offer a better
understanding of the underlying mechanisms of Parkinson’s
disease. This helps develop new therapies for neurotransmit-
ter regulation (Hatch et al., 1975). Additionally, predicting
SCOPe classes can provide insights into the structural evo-
lution of proteins. For example, researchers studied the
structure of the HIV capsid protein and classified it into the
SCOP category. This classification revealed that the capsid
protein belonged to a specific fold unique to certain retro-
viruses. (Cheng & Brooks III, 2013) Therefore, it is crucial
to understand the relationship between protein structures
and their classes (Erlanson et al., 2016).

Recently, previous work has focused on more advanced
graph neural network (GNN) models to achieve remarkable
progress in protein classification tasks from graph represen-
tations of proteins, including ProNet (Wang et al., 2022a),
ComENet (Wang et al., 2022b), and SchNet (Schütt et al.,
2018). However, most of them ignore the measurement
error between the static protein structure and the real-world
structure caused by the dehydration and low temperature of
the protonated process, which is the preprocessing process
of protein structure measurement. They only leverage the
static protein structure graph and naive data augmentation
method to achieve state-of-the-art prediction performance.
For instance, ProNet (Wang et al., 2022a), ComENet (Wang
et al., 2022b), and SchNet (Schütt et al., 2018) incorporate
rotational features as geometric information to capture the
different conformation in structures. However, it can only
capture limited conformational characteristics, causing un-
reasonable protein structure because of the missing force
field and side-chain biophysical prior knowledge. Besides,
existing representation learning methods for protein struc-
tures were limited to only amino acid types, discharging
essential ionic information for understanding protein struc-
tures (Whitford, 2013).

To provide more realistic features and diverse context for en-
riching training samples and to mitigate the distribution shift
between the augmented and the real datasets, the machine
learning community has made considerable efforts in seman-
tic data augmentation to synthesize realistic backgrounds or
context to diversify training images (Wang et al., 2019). For
instance, DA-Fusion (Trabucco et al., 2023) leverages diffu-
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the conventional graph neural network training process compared to our semantic data augmentation
pipeline (NaNa and MiGu) for protein classification tasks. Our method introduces a protonation step to model static structures dynamically,
inducing conformational changes that facilitate the extraction of side-chain biophysical properties. We also incorporate secondary structural
features obtained through the DSSP algorithm (Kabsch & Sander, 1983) to enrich our dataset. The integration of ionic types further extends
the dataset to encapsulate a more complete representation of structural information (Whitford, 2013), aiming to improve the predictive
performance as demonstrated in the EC dataset (Bairoch, 2000). In considering the different protein classification tasks, we design two
different semantic protein augmentation, NaNa and MiGu. NaNa incorporates important secondary structure, molecular biophysics,
and ionic features to achieve semantic augmentation with biochemical and biophysical properties in proteins, leading to remarkable
performance in Fold dataset. On the other hand, to achieve semantic augmentation with molecular interaction information, MiGu
augmentation extends the NaNa augmentation approach by including bond-type features, offering a more comprehensive augmentation
for protein classification tasks, like Superfamily dataset.

sion models to synthesize meaningful image backgrounds
while keeping the subject unchanged. In addition, (Ahmed
et al., 2024) develops a semantic consistent data augmen-
tation for language models and code summarization tasks.
However, the investigation of protein representation learning
and classification tasks remains absent.

Inspired by semantic visual and language augmentation in
different domains, we propose a novel semantic data aug-
mentation approach for protein structures, called NaNa and
MiGu, to synthesize more realistic protein information for
various classification datasets. Our semantic-based pro-
tein structure augmentation consists of a biophysics data
augmentation for the augmented features. Moreover, our
semantic protein augmentation provides semantic context
and requires only about 4 seconds of computational time for
each sample with only 3% computational resource of Intel
i7-9700K CPU and 614 MB memory. Specifically, we use
protein dynamic simulation techniques to generate seman-

tic features, like AMBER (Case et al., 2005) and PropKa
(Søndergaard et al., 2011), to simulate the protonated states
of protein to extract accurate biophysical features, leading
to more realistic protein structure support for protein classi-
fication tasks.

Additionally, we have engineered a high-efficiency resid-
ual network framework tailored for training Graph Neural
Networks (GNNs). This residual learning structure deliv-
ers the additional features into deeper layers of deep mod-
els, causing better prediction accuracy in protein classifica-
tion tasks and quicker convergence in network training. In
the experiments, we implement these residual connections
on the layers of deep Message Passing Neural Networks
(MPNNs) (Gilmer et al., 2017), Graph Convolutional Net-
works (GCNs) (Kipf & Welling), and Graph Isomorphism
Networks (GINs) (Xu et al., 2019). Our design specifically
caters to the seamless incorporation of semantic augmen-
tation features, including node attributes that emphasize
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biophysical and chemical properties within protein struc-
tures, showing remarkable performance improvements in
classification tasks.

On a high level, our data augmentation methods consist of
two main attributes, including new node and edge attributes.
The node attributes contain four biophysical sub-features:
node coordinates, molecular biophysics features, secondary
structure properties, and node type features. On the other
hand, the edge attributes are the predicted potential chemical
bonds between atoms. On the other hand, we also propose
a co-embedding residual learning architecture to inject co-
embedding into deeper layers to achieve better performance
than naive residual architecture.

Following our proposed semantic data augmentation illus-
trated in Figure 1, the model could fix missing biophysical
information among the protein, improving the accuracy of
prediction in baselines based on static structural datasets.
Our experiments show that in the protein functionality pre-
diction tasks, like enzyme commission number classifica-
tion dataset (EC dataset) (Bairoch, 2000), we outperformed
ProNet and ComENet (Wang et al., 2022a;b) by 4.32% and
11.62%. Additionally, in FOLD datasets (Andreeva et al.,
2007), we also outperform ProNet and ComENet (Wang
et al., 2022a;b) by 2.78% and 13.62%, respectively. These
improvements showed that our features could significantly
improve the protein functional and evolutionary classifica-
tion tasks of existing GNN models.

In summary, we conclude our main contributions as follows:

• Proposing semantic protein structure data augmen-
tation techniques based on biophysic information:
Our work pioneers the semantic protein data augmen-
tation with biophysic prior knowledge, including dy-
namic and geometric aspects of protein structures, into
existing GNN baseline models. In addition, we propose
two semantic protein structure data augmentation meth-
ods, NaNa and MiGu. These semantic augmentations
significantly advance the predictive accuracy of these
models, surpassing current state-of-the-art methods of
protein classification with only a one-time 4-second
computational time for each data sample with an Intel
i7-9700K CPU.

• Exploring the influence of biochemistry and dy-
namic features with leave-one-out analysis: In our
research, we conduct systematic research on feature
analysis to unravel the significance of specific chemi-
cal and biophysical properties derived from protonated
structures. This analysis uniquely incorporates a spec-
trum of factors, including molecular biophysics fea-
tures, secondary structure features, chemical bonds,
and ionic types, thereby providing feature importance
analysis into the computational prediction of protein

functionalities. For example, our leave-one-out anal-
ysis revealed that certain secondary structure features
play a more critical role than previously understood in
EC and SCOPe datasets. This insight challenges con-
ventional thinking in the field and opens new avenues
for exploring protein classification tasks.

• Developing efficient residual network architectures
for accelerated GNN training: We introduce a novel
residual network learning architecture for delivering
messages into deeper layers, leading to significant ac-
curacy improvement for protein classification tasks and
faster convergence speed. In the experiment, we also
verify this architecture on popular graph neural net-
works, like MPNN (Gilmer et al., 2017), GCN (Kipf
& Welling), and GIN (Xu et al., 2019). This architec-
ture is specifically tailored to efficiently process node
attributes, focusing on biophysical and chemical fea-
tures in protein structures, and has shown remarkable
performance improvements in various datasets.

2. Related Work
2.1. Protein Structure Representation

Recent research has delved into representation learning for
small molecules possessing 3D structures (Chen et al., 2023;
Jing et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2022a; Schütt et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2022b). GraphQA (Baldassarre et al., 2021) in-
troduces a representation learning approach, including node
features representing various amino acid characteristics, di-
hedral angles, surface accessibility, and secondary structure
types in the context of learning tasks. It recognizes the im-
portance of capturing both the primary structure (residue
sequence), secondary structure, and tertiary structure (spa-
tial arrangement) of proteins for effective representation
learning (Baldassarre et al., 2021). In contrast, IEConv ad-
dresses the multi-level structure of proteins and the need
to capture various structural invariances. It recognizes that
proteins comprise primary, secondary, tertiary, and quater-
nary structures, each contributing to their functions (Chen
et al., 2023). Representing proteins with 3D structures is
challenging, especially when dealing with structurally un-
stable regions like dynamic nature (Liu & Huang, 2014).
Traditional methods cannot capture their dynamic nature. To
address these challenges, introducing chemical information,
protonation states, hydrogen bonding patterns, and surface
accessibility offers a potential solution. This chemical data
provides valuable insights into how proteins behave and
interact, bridging the gap between their structural flexibil-
ity and functional diversity (Baker & Hubbard, 1984; Eyal
et al., 2004b).
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2.2. Harnessing Graph Neural Networks for Protein
Structure Classification

GNNs have gained significant importance in protein struc-
ture classification (Zhang et al., 2023). Protein structures
naturally exhibit graph-like characteristics, with interac-
tions between amino acid residues represented as edges in
a graph. This inherent graph structure is unsuited for tradi-
tional linear models, making using GNNs a logical choice
(Gligorijević et al., 2021). In protein structure classification,
various types of GNNs are employed. For example, GCNs
are widely used GNN models that perform convolution oper-
ations on neighboring nodes, making them suitable for cap-
turing local features in protein structures (Kipf & Welling).
GraphSAGE is a GNN model that samples neighbor node
features, making it efficient for handling large-scale graph
data often encountered in protein structure classification
tasks (Hamilton et al., 2017). GIN are GNN models based
on graph isomorphism, enabling them to comprehensively
capture both local and global characteristics of protein struc-
tures, thereby excelling in classification tasks (Xu et al.,
2019). MPNNs adapt to various graph structures and tasks,
offering versatility for diverse applications, including pro-
tein structural learning. (Wang et al., 2022a) They iteratively
update node information, capturing local and global graph
features.

To illustrate the use of GNNs in protein structure classifi-
cation, consider representing different amino acid residues
as nodes in a graph and their interactions as edges. Addi-
tionally, GCNs can be employed to capture local features
(Kipf & Welling), GraphSAGE for efficient processing of
large datasets (Hamilton et al., 2017), GINs for a holistic
consideration of global and regional characteristics, enhanc-
ing the accuracy of protein structure classification (Xu et al.,
2019), or MPNNs for capturing both local and global fea-
tures by analyzing protein structures and functions (Wang
et al., 2022a).

2.3. Relationship between Chemical information and
Protein Classification

Although geometry-based models have been predominant
in this field, our research aims to broaden the scope by
incorporating chemical insights into protein structure clas-
sification. Previous studies have revealed the significant
impact of protonation on protein structure (Bashford, 2004;
Onufriev & Alexov, 2013); by adjusting the electrostatic en-
vironment with a positive charge, we could influence protein
structure and function to get different states of protein con-
formation, showing more diversity of functionality (Zhou &
Pang, 2018). Moreover, protonation could help us capture
the potential pivotal hydrogen bonds, often associated with
various chemical reactions and instrumental in comprehend-
ing protein function (Baker & Hubbard, 1984; Hubbard &

Haider, 2010). In addition, the hydrogen bonds could form
a secondary structure, facilitating the protein function and
motivating many enzymatic activities (Copeland, 2023). To
stabilize the secondary structure, metal ions are essential to
stabilize electrostatic interactions (Pyle, 2002; Ueda et al.,
2003). The information above is pivotal when simulating
the protein structure to induce their potential function. By
integrating critical chemical properties such as protonation
data (Onufriev & Alexov, 2013), determination of chemi-
cal bond types (Silvi & Savin, 1994), secondary structure
information (Frishman & Argos, 1995), and the influence
of metal ions (Ueda et al., 2003), our approach aims to
provide a holistic understanding of protein structures. This
comprehensive approach underscores the interplay between
chemical attributes and geometric features, contributing to
a feature analysis of these essential biological features in
macro-molecules.

3. Methods
This section will describe our protein data augmentation
methods, NaNa and MiGu data augmentation, based on
prior knowledge of biophysical and structural biology and
the co-embedding residual learning framework. In Sec-
tion 3.1, we firstly give a high-level procedure of existing
protein representation learning methods and our methods. In
Section 3.2, we will introduce our data augmentation algo-
rithm for dynamic protein structural information as the first
contribution. In Section 3.2.1, we will give further details
of the side-chain biophysics and molecular interaction fea-
tures for the node attribute augmentation. In Section 3.2.2,
we introduce chemical bonds as protein structural informa-
tion as edge attributes. Furthermore, in Section 3.2.3, we
combine the molecular interaction and side-chain biophysi-
cal features described in the previous section and propose
two novel data augmentation methods, called NaNa and
MiGu. In Section 3.3, we introduce our second contribution,
the residual learning framework, which can inject the aug-
mented features into deeper layers to improve the protein
classification tasks.

3.1. Procedure Overview

In the beginning, we would abstract the procedure of exist-
ing works on protein classification tasks, consisting of four
steps: (1) converting the PDB file to a graph, (2) enhanc-
ing the information with data augmentation based on graph
datasets, and (3) combining the graph data, and (4) augment-
ing features to GNNs. Although existing works (Wang et al.,
2022a;b; Schütt et al., 2018) did not emphasize utilizing
data augmentation method to enhance the dynamic struc-
tures, some of them (Wang et al., 2022a; Schütt et al., 2018)
incorporate naive data augmentation for dynamic structure
augmentation and better performance. For instance, ProNet
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(Wang et al., 2022a) leverages torsional angles perturbations
as dynamic structure information, and ScheNet (Schütt et al.,
2018) introduces conformations variations to the learning
framework. Furthermore, these methods did not amend lost
segments in proteins. Therefore, we utilized moleculekit to
fix the missing side-chain segments in proteins and incorpo-
rate chemical features from PropKa (Doerr et al., 2016) and
AMBER (Case et al., 2005) to make the structural informa-
tion accurate for the following processes.

3.2. Data Augmentation

3.2.1. NOVEL NODE ATTRIBUTES

Molecular Biophysics Features

To achieve a more accurate semantic data augmentation of
protein structures, we adopted the AMBER (Case et al.,
2005) model and PropKa preprocessing (Doerr et al., 2016)
to generate essential side-chain biophysical properties as
chemical features, referencing (Doerr et al., 2016). In this
category, we extract side-chain chemical features, includ-
ing pKa value, Functional groups, solvent accessibility, and
electrostatic states. Specifically, the pKa value and electro-
static states are generated by PropKa (Doerr et al., 2016)
and represent the ratio of H+ and OH- for better force field
simulation. Moreover, with a better force field model of
AMBER (Case et al., 2005), we can build a more accu-
rate protein structure and properties prediction because of
more accurate attractions between molecules. Furthermore,
functional groups and solvent accessibility in proteins are
key determinants to determine the interaction in a protein
(Eyal et al., 2004a; Moreira et al., 2007). By augmenting
that side-chain information, we could generate accurate se-
mantic information to avoid unrealistic augmented protein
structures.

Secondary Structure Properties (SSP)

To synthesize more realistic and semantic protein backbone
structures, we have incorporated the consideration of protein
secondary structure into our data augmentation process, a
component absent in previous studies (Wang et al., 2022a;b;
Schütt et al., 2018). To achieve this, we utilize the geometry-
based Defined Secondary Structure Properties (DSSP) al-
gorithm, based on the Kabsch and Sander Theory (Kabsch
& Sander, 1983), to generate more accurate branching in-
formation for protein sequences. Additionally, we employ
the DSSP algorithm to generate three biochemical features:
secondary structure types (e.g., α-helix, β-sheet), signifi-
cant geometric properties (such as ϕ and ψ angles for each
residue in the protein structures), and solvent accessibility
of each residue. Through the augmentation of these features,
we could expand our understanding of protein structures.
Secondary structure is a category system for protein sub-
structure, leading to a more specific description of protein

structures (Martin et al., 2005). Furthermore, the protein ϕ
and ψ angles are the angles between molecules, which are
parts of the protein structures. With such detailed structure
information, we can augment more authentic protein context
(Wang et al., 2022a).

Node Type Features Each node represents a Cα atom
of amino acid and metal ion. Metal ions and amino acids
are the essential components of a protein, representing the
important structural information and protein chemical com-
ponents. We chose twenty-five widely existing amino acids
in protein. Additionally, we also explore the contribution of
metal ions and anions to the protein structure reconstruction,
including Na+, Mg+2, Fe+3, Cl−, and SO−4, based on the
paper (Yamashita et al., 1990). By incorporating the de-
tailed node-type features, we can generate a more authentic
protein structure.

3.2.2. NOVEL EDGE ATTRIBUTES

Baker-Hubbard Theory Chemical bonds are important
for performing biochemistry activities and stabilizing pro-
tein structure. Though the existing method incorporates
geometric-based hydrogen bonds (Baldassarre et al., 2021),
their methods were not supported by a validated simulation
model for extracting accurate bonding information. There-
fore, to address inadequately represented the accurate se-
mantic meaning of proteins, we utilized the Baker-Hubbard
Theory (Baker & Hubbard, 1984), introducing an advanced
bonding identification algorithm that surpasses previous
methods in both depth and breadth of analysis. In addition,
this method can be smoothly integrated into existing graph
neuron network learning pipelines for data augmentation,
thereby enriching datasets with comprehensive biochemi-
cal features and enhancing the learning capabilities of the
models.

Empirical Binary Function Besides hydrogen bonds,
there are four additional chemical bonds, including disul-
fide bonds, peptide bonds, π-π interactions, and contacts
within 8Å. We employ the Empirical Binary Function for
bond data augmentation (Singh, 2008; Thakuria et al., 2019).
Those functions calculate bond lengths, angles, and other
vital characteristics, thus providing an accurate semantic
dataset for algorithms to learn from, enabling them to recog-
nize patterns and relationships in molecular data that were
previously unexplored.

3.2.3. OUR METHOD: MIGU & NANA DATA
AUGMENTATION

We propose two novel semantic data augmentation methods:
Novel Augmentation of New Node Attributes (NaNa) and
Molecular Interactions and Geometric Upgrading (MiGu).
The NaNa augmentation only consumes the node attributes
in Section 3.2.1. On the other hand, we incorporate both
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node and edge attributes into MiGu augmentation in Sec-
tion 3.2.1 and Section 3.2.2. We will evaluate both methods
and present the results in Section 5.2.

Furthermore, our semantic augmentation method is compu-
tationally efficient. The augmentation process can be done
within 4 seconds for each sample with only 3% computa-
tional resource of Intel i7-9700K CPU and 614 MB memory.
With proper parallel techniques, our methods can be applied
to massive-scale datasets with little computation overheads
compared to model training.

3.3. Co-Embedding Residual Learning Framework

In this section, we introduce our second major contribution
to the protein learning framework. Intuitively, to transfer
the node and edge embeddings into deeper layers for better
prediction accuracy, we incorporate the residual connection
for information passing. The input format for a protein
attributes are denoted as G = {V, E}, consists of several
components: V = {vi}i=1,...,n and E = {ei}i=1,...,n repre-
sents collections of node and edge attributes, where each
vi, vj ∈ Rnc and ei ∈ Rnb denote the feature vector for
edge i, which is the edge between vi and vj . Firstly, we
made edge embeddings by concatenating two embeddings
from adjacent nodes vi ⊕ vj . Furthermore, we perform
Hadamard product on node and edge embeddings vi ◦ ei
in Section 3.2. L : Rnc → Rd is a trainable feature extrac-
tor of node and edge embeddings. In addition, we denote
the output of layer i as ui ∈ Rdi with corresponding to
the j-th output entry as uji and the activation function as
σ : Rdi → Rdi .

Therefore, we design a co-embedding residual network pre-
sented as Equation (1). In our model, we denote each layer
of the neural network with an index k. We denote L as
the feature extractor described in Section 3. Moreover, to
support a comprehensive feature analysis in Section 3, we
denote F as any combinations of features described in G.
We also denote ϵk−1 as a hyperparameter for balancing the
information of graph representation and co-embedding at-
tributes at the k − 1th layer. Such architecture demonstrates
faster training convergence and better prediction accuracy
due to deeper node and edge information propagation shown
in Section 5.

uk =
(
1 + ϵk−1

)
· uk−1 + σ

(
uk−1 + L(F)

)
(1)

4. Experimental Design
Our experimental design is multifaceted and aims to compre-
hensively evaluate the performance of various models when
learning from data enriched with biophysical and chemical
features. We have structured our experiments into three

sections: implementation details in Section 4.1 and datasets
in Section 4.2.

4.1. Implementation Details

To evaluate our semantic data augmentation and co-
embedding residual framework, we choose several GNNs
as baseline models to compare the performance with and
without our semantic augmentation and co-embedding resid-
ual framework. In our experiments, we choose GIN (Xu
et al., 2019), GCN (Kipf & Welling), and MPNN (Wang
et al., 2022a) as architecture baselines to evaluate the co-
embedding learning framework due to their outstanding
protein representation learning performance. Additionally,
we also choose ProNet (Wang et al., 2022a), ComENet
(Wang et al., 2022b), and SchNet (Schütt et al., 2018) as the
protein structure augmentation baselines to benchmark our
semantic protein structure augmentation, NaNa, and MiGu.

For model optimization, we turn to the Adam optimizer, a
well-established choice for training networks. During the
training phase, we operate with a batch size of 256. Fur-
thermore, for evaluation, we shifted to a batch size of 128.
To fine-tune the learning process and facilitate optimal con-
vergence, we employ a learning rate schedule that derives
from 0.001 and gradually descends to 0.00001. We set the
learning rate scheduler decay factor as 0.5 and the decay
step as 60. To address potential overfitting, we set universal
setting dropout as 0.3, dimension size as 128, training batch
size as 16, and validation batch size as 8 to test various
frameworks in our experiments, allowing us to control the
degree of regularization applied to the model precisely.

4.2. Datasets

Our research evaluates the efficacy of our methodology
using two distinct datasets:

4.2.1. SCOPE CLASSIFICATION DATASET

SCOPe Classification Dataset (Andreeva et al., 2007) en-
compasses 12,312 training samples, 1,123 validation sam-
ples, and 710 testing samples. It primarily focuses on
features related to protein structures in three-dimensional
space and encompasses 1,123 different classes. Notably,
this dataset is designed for fold, superfamily, and family
classification tasks.

4.2.2. EC DATASET

Designed for predicting enzymatic functions, the EC dataset
(Bairoch, 2000) comprises 29,210 training samples, 2,562
validation samples, and 5,645 testing samples. Both datasets
exhibit balanced category distributions. The EC Dataset
contains a total of 384 different classes.
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5. Experiment Results
In the initial phase of our experiments, we introduced a
model that combines the co-embedding residual learning
framework. This learning framework serves as a component
to enhance the learning of our baseline models, encompass-
ing the GIN-based, GCN-based, and MPNN-based baseline
models. In the second experiment, we incorporate node and
edge attributes proposed in Section 3.2, which are node at-
tributes and edge attributes. Thirdly, to test the effectiveness
of node attributes, we conduct leave-one-out feature anal-
ysis on the baseline model such as (Wang et al., 2022a;b;
Schütt et al., 2018).

Figure 2. This figure illustrates the difference in convergence speed
between with and without residual learning framework on the EC
dataset with the GIN model and NaNa semantic protein structure
augmentation. The X-axis is the number of training epochs, and
the Y-axis is the training loss. We can see that the convergence
time of the model with residual learning framework can surpass
the Vallina model without residual framework by 1.76 times.

5.1. The Effectiveness of Residual Learning Framework

First of all, we would like to demonstrate two advantages
of our co-embedding residual learning framework as Ta-
ble 1 and Figure 2. Hence, we incorporate the amino acid
types as naive node attributes, which are trivial information
without affecting the performance, into the residual learning
framework and compare them with the same models under
naive model frameworks. Here, we choose GCN, GIN, and
MPNN as baselines and evaluate them on the protein clas-
sification datasets, including EC, Fold, Superfamily, and
Family datasets. The first advantage is faster training speed,
in the Figure 2, we could see the convergence become 1.76
times faster with the residual connection. Additionally, the
second advantage of the residual framework is the better
prediction accuracy. As shown in Table 1, the residual
framework could enhance the learning performance by at
most 7.89% accuracy like GCN with the Family dataset.

5.2. Impact of Node and Edge Attributes

In our second experiment, we explored the contributions of
node and edge attributes to the performance enhancement
independently. Therefore, in Table 2, we evaluate the accu-

racy of node and edge attributes independently on EC and
SCOPs datasets with non-residual and residual architectures.
Based on Table 2, we can see that our two semantic augmen-
tations, NaNa and MiGu, significantly improve the accuracy
of enzyme commission datasets by at most 16% with resid-
ual learning framework. Additionally, in Table 2, the node
attributes enhance more accuracy than edge attributes with
residual frameworks. For example, the NaNa method (with
Node attributes) outperforms the MiGu (with Node and
Edge attributes) method by 4.12% with the GIN and Super-
Family dataset. These results imply that the combination of
co-embedding residual frameworks and node attributes can
outperform the bonding information, which is a recognized
crucial information in the biochemistry community.

Table 1. The Effectiveness of Residual Learning Framework. We
demonstrate the improved performance of our residual learning
framework, denoted as RES, across various Graph Neural Network
models, such as GCN, MPNN, and GIN, on the EC and SCOPe
datasets. The datasets are categorized by Fold, Superfamily, and
Family levels of protein structure classification. We highlight the
better result in each comparison in bold. In most test cases, the
integration of residual connections leads to the best performance
with at most 14% improvement.

EXP1 DATASET

MODEL EC FOLD SUPER FAMILY

GCN 13.51 6.87 6.98 18.52
GCN(RES) 18.09 9.27 11.27 26.41

MPNN 19.52 5.25 10.86 24.45
MPNN(RES) 23.42 7.48 14.01 31.51

GIN 64.79 22.36 31.47 83.31
GIN(RES) 64.49 21.76 37.38 88.73

Table 2. Performance Comparison. We compare our methods,
NaNa and MiGu, with and without residual framework using
EC, Fold, Superfamily, and Family datasets. The best results are
bolded, and the second-best results are indicated with a slash. RES
label represents the various models combined with the residual
connection layers. NaNa augmentation results outperform most
test cases among three baseline models of GIN, GCN, and MPNN.
Additionally, MiGu augmentation demonstrates the second-highest
performance across various models and metrics.

EXP2 DATASET

AUG MODEL EC FOLD SUPER FAMILY

NANA GCN 16.54 9.10 8.97 19.77
W/O GCN(RES) 21.34 9.27 11.27 26.41
NANA GCN(RES) 26.78 14.13 20.61 39.22
MIGU GCN(RES) 27.26 14.86 25.00 42.03

NANA MPNN 18.80 10.23 17.03 30.89
W/O MPNN(RES) 23.42 7.48 14.01 31.51
NANA MPNN(RES) 26.94 11.01 19.10 33.20
MIGU MPNN(RES) 24.96 12.92 22.38 38.44

NANA GIN 73.01 26.99 40.55 91.28
W/O GIN(RES) 64.49 21.76 37.38 88.73
NANA GIN(RES) 80.90 33.09 49.05 92.31
MIGU GIN(RES) 77.34 31.02 44.93 92.86
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Table 3. Performance Comparison of Leave-One-Out Feature Anal-
ysis. We ablate various features, biophysical features, SSP, and
node-type features using Fold, Superfamily, and Family datasets.
The best results are bolded, and the second-best results are in-
dicated with a slash. We found that all kinds of features could
enhance the performance on various baselines. Specifically, the
DSSP enhances the performance the most.

EXP3 Dataset

Model EC Fold Super Family

Original SchNet 53.12 18.11 21.85 76.42
ComENet 70.39 27.02 40.51 92.14

ProNet 79.63 45.68 60.05 97.41
w/o BioPhys SchNet 66.15 32.40 43.45 85.98

ComENet 80.03 38.41 54.47 94.56
ProNet 82.81 46.23 63.58 96.85

w/o SSP SchNet 57.27 22.35 25.00 79.37
ComENet 72.41 28.07 39.30 90.79

ProNet 80.99 46.93 60.53 97.32
w/o Node Type SchNet 63.49 31.70 40.10 84.65

ComENet 81.45 37.51 53.43 95.20
ProNet 82.35 48.32 63.42 97.24

NANA SchNet 66.12 31.28 43.13 88.27
ComENet 82.01 40.64 57.11 95.83

ProNet 83.95 48.46 61.98 97.32

5.3. Leave-One-Out Feature Analysis

The primary objective of this experiment was to assess the
effectiveness of sub-features of node attributes in various
baseline models. We conduct Leave-One-Out feature analy-
sis on various node features among three baselines.

Surprisingly, when excluding the node type features, we
found the performance sometimes remained the same as
comprehensive feature incorporation for ProNet (Wang
et al., 2022a). However, we found that the node-type fea-
tures can usually bring prediction improvement among all
kinds of models and datasets, including ComENet, and
ScheNet. Shown in Table 3, the node type features bring im-
provement for ComENet on Fold and Superfamily datasets
from 37.51% to 40.64% and 53.43% to 57.11% respectively.

Furthermore, we found that the DSSP features could bring
significant improvement in various baselines for different
datasets. Specifically, the DSSP features could enhance
the performance on ComENet from 37.51% to 40.64% and
53.43% to 57.11% on Fold and Superfamily datasets.

In addition, We found that dynamic features could slightly
improve the ComENet baseline. For example, the dynamic
features enhance the performance from 1% to 3% among
various datasets.

5.4. Influence of Node Features

In our third experiment, we conducted a comparative analy-
sis of the accuracy contribution of node attributes. We per-
formed this assessment on both the EC (Bairoch, 2000) and
SCOPe datasets (Andreeva et al., 2007) to understand how

these additional sources of information affect model per-
formance. Among these results, our augmentation method
could improve state-of-the-art model architectures on both
the EC and SCOP datasets. The results are presented in
Table 3.

We found that the node attributes could bring significant
improvements on various baselines and datasets, surpassing
the state-of-the-art model like ProNet (Wang et al., 2022a).
Shown in table Table 3, we found that our method, NaNa
data augmentation, could get at least 4% improvement on
EC datasets in all baselines. Furthermore, the node attributes
could enhance the Fold and Superfamily datasets by at least
3% and 1%, respectively. We assessed the impact of inte-
grating node attributes, including node types, DSSP, and
dynamic features. In the EC dataset, the baseline model
with node attributes information achieved an accuracy of
83.95%, succeeding the performance of ProNet without
node attributes, highlighting the effects of node attributes.
Similarly, in the Fold dataset, the model with comprehen-
sive node attributes achieved significant accuracy scores,
reaching 48.46% on Fold testing data, 61.98% on superfam-
ily testing data, and 97.32% on family testing data, which
comparatively surpassed the performance of ProNet without
node attributes, which are 45.68%, 60.05%, and 97.41%.
This again emphasizes the importance of node types, DSSP,
and dynamic features in enhancing model performance.

This result emphasizes that our comprehensive integration
of residual networks led to exceptional performance on both
EC and Fold datasets, surpassing the baseline models.

6. Conclusion
This paper proposes novel semantic protein structure data
augmentation techniques based on biophysic prior knowl-
edge and an effective residual architecture for protein rep-
resentation learning, bringing significant improvement to
protein classification tasks. In addition, our work provides
comprehensive feature analysis and surpasses the state-of-
the-art baseline on protein classification graph models with
the augmentation of biophysical, SSP, amino acid, and ionic
types features.

Furthermore, we develop a co-embedding residual network
with biochemistry and dynamic geometric features, which
could apply to the GIN model with a shorter convergence
time for improved training and better test accuracy.

Our results shed new light on the importance of incorpo-
rating biophysical features to improve machine learning in
protein classification tasks and a corresponding architecture
that can effectively extract the augmented features.
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