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Abstract

Biomedical Knowledge Graphs (BKGs) inte-
grate diverse datasets to elucidate complex re-
lationships within the biomedical field. Ef-
fective link prediction on these graphs can
uncover valuable connections, such as poten-
tial novel drug-disease relations. We intro-
duce a novel multimodal approach that uni-
fies embeddings from specialized Language
Models (LMs) with Graph Contrastive Learn-
ing (GCL) to enhance intra-entity relationships
while employing a Knowledge Graph Embed-
ding (KGE) model to capture inter-entity rela-
tionships for effective link prediction. To ad-
dress limitations in existing BKGs, we present
PrimeKG++, an enriched knowledge graph
incorporating multimodal data, including bi-
ological sequences and textual descriptions
for each entity type. By combining semantic
and relational information in a unified repre-
sentation, our approach demonstrates strong
generalizability, enabling accurate link pre-
dictions even for unseen nodes. Experimen-
tal results on PrimeKG++ and the DrugBank
drug-target interaction dataset demonstrate the
effectiveness and robustness of our method
across diverse biomedical datasets. Our source
code, pre-trained models, and data are publicly
available at https://github.com/HySonLab/
BioMedKG.

1 Introduction

Biomedical knowledge graphs (BKGs) are struc-
tured networks that represent intricate relationships
among biological entities such as genes, proteins,
diseases, and drugs (see Figure 1). Accurate link
prediction within these graphs is crucial for iden-
tifying hidden relationships, discovering potential
therapeutic targets, and suggesting drug reposition-
ing opportunities (Nicholson and Greene, 2020;
Zitnik et al., 2018; Ngo et al., 2022). These ca-
pabilities can significantly accelerate biomedical
research, leading to faster clinical advancements
and more effective treatments.
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Figure 1: The subgraph illustrates the interactions sur-
rounding the Parathyroid hormone receptor and its con-
nections to related drugs and diseases. Different entity
types are color-coded: red nodes represent drugs, blue
nodes indicate genes or proteins, and yellow nodes de-
note diseases. Black arrows depict drug-treatment rela-
tionships with diseases, while orange arrows represent
drug-receptor interactions. This subgraph is a focused
segment of a broader Biomedical Knowledge Graph,
which captures the complex interconnections among
various biological entities.

Despite their potential, generating consistent and
effective node representations for link prediction
in BKGs remains a challenging task. A promising
strategy to address this issue is enhancing the exist-
ing knowledge base by integrating rich, multimodal
domain-specific data associated with these entities.

Recent advances show that pre-trained Language
Models (LMs) can act as foundational knowledge
bases, storing vast amounts of factual informa-
tion (Petroni et al., 2019; He et al., 2024; Zhao
et al., 2024; Jiang et al., 2024; Chen, 2023). When
used as initial embeddings, LMs provide a strong
foundation for downstream tasks by incorporating
pre-existing knowledge from biomedical texts and
databases (Wang et al., 2023). These models offer
rich semantic information that can enhance graph
representation learning. However, prior works on
BKGs (Daza et al., 2023; Lam et al., 2023) have pri-
marily focused on using LMs for single-modality
node representations, neglecting the integration of
multimodal information. Moreover, while LM-
derived embeddings serve as initial representations

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

01
64

4v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 3

 J
an

 2
02

5

https://github.com/HySonLab/BioMedKG
https://github.com/HySonLab/BioMedKG


for knowledge graphs, they often lack graph topol-
ogy, necessitating fine-tuning to effectively capture
graph structure.

In this work, we propose a novel pre-trained
node representation model designed to enhance
link prediction performance in Biomedical Knowl-
edge Graphs (BKGs). Our comprehensive frame-
work leverages the capabilities of Language Mod-
els (LMs) to generate robust entity representations,
while seamlessly integrating multimodal informa-
tion to enrich the contextual understanding of rela-
tionships within the graph. Specifically, we unify
LM-derived embeddings for each entity and em-
ploy Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL) to opti-
mize intra-node relationships by enhancing mutual
information within individual node types. Addi-
tionally, we utilize a Knowledge Graph Embedding
(KGE) model to capture inter-node information be-
tween different biological entities. A key feature of
our approach is its generalizability, as the node em-
beddings generated by our framework encapsulate
both semantic information from LMs and relational
information from GCL. This dual integration en-
sures that embeddings maintain a rich contextual
understanding, allowing the framework to generate
meaningful representations even for unseen nodes,
thereby facilitating more accurate link prediction
for novel entities.

However, our approach requires a BKG with
well-defined node attributes, which are absent in
most existing BKGs that lack comprehensive at-
tributes for each entity type (Chandak et al., 2023;
Walsh et al., 2020). To address this limitation,
we introduce PrimeKG++, an enriched knowledge
graph that builds upon PrimeKG (Chandak et al.,
2023). PrimeKG++ enhances the original dataset
by incorporating biological sequences for each en-
tity type—amino acid sequences for proteins, nu-
cleic acid sequences for genes, and SMILES strings
for small molecules—along with comprehensive
textual descriptions. This integration diversifies
node attributes and improves the overall utility of
the knowledge graph, providing a valuable public
resource for future research in biomedical knowl-
edge graphs.

It is important to clarify that the primary focus
of this paper is not on achieving state-of-the-art
(SOTA) results in downstream tasks such as link
prediction. Instead, we aim to propose a pretrained
node representation model and demonstrate its ef-
fectiveness through comprehensive experiments.

To evaluate this, we employed existing models with
and without our pretrained node representations
as initial inputs. Our experiments show that our
pretrained node representations lead to significant
performance improvements compared to random
initialization or Direct LM-derived embeddings.
By leveraging SOTA models for link prediction,
we ensured that our comparisons were rigorous
and meaningful, demonstrating the added value
of our pretrained node representations within an
established and high-performing framework.

The contributions of this work are summarized
as follows:

• We propose a comprehensive framework that
leverages pretrained Language Models (LMs)
and Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL) to cre-
ate robust, multimodal node embeddings for
Biomedical Knowledge Graphs (BKGs).

• We present PrimeKG++, an augmented
biomedical knowledge graph enriched with
biological sequences and textual descriptions,
offering a comprehensive resource for our
work and the biomedical research community.

• We validate the effectiveness and generaliz-
ability of our approach through extensive em-
pirical results.

2 Related works

2.1 Knowledge Graph Embedding

In the field of biomedical knowledge graph (BKGs),
link prediction research aims to uncover connec-
tions among biological entities by analyzing their
existing links and attributes (Menon and Elkan,
2011; Zitnik et al., 2018; H"ansel et al., 2023;
Wang et al., 2021; Fu et al., 2021). Knowledge
graph embeddings, representing entities and rela-
tions as vectors, have gained popularity for this
task. While traditional models, such as ComplEx
(Trouillon et al., 2016) and RotatE (Sun et al.,
2019) have shown promising results in this link
prediction task, two key constraints hinder them:
firstly, they focus solely on the graph structure, ig-
noring valuable entity attribute information; and
secondly, their reliance on predetermined embed-
dings for mapping entities and relations in the
lookup table complicates integration with new en-
tities. These constraints motivate us to construct a
heterogeneous biomedical knowledge graph with
multimodal metadata.



2.2 Biomedical Language Model

In BKGs, entities can possess different modalities,
such as text or biological sequences. Essentially,
a molecular sequence is the exact order of smaller
units (monomers) that make up a large molecule
(biopolymer). Similar to a textual description, it
inherently possesses a sequential relationship that
Language Models (LMs) can effectively process.
Recent methods rely on pre-trained language mod-
els such as BERT (Devlin et al., 2019) as the back-
bone for the attribute encoder. Protein sequences,
which are strings of amino acid letters, can be effec-
tively processed by models like ESM-2 (Lin et al.,
2023) and ProteinBERT (Brandes et al., 2022).
For genes, which are represented by nucleotide
sequences, specific language models such as Nu-
cleotide Transformers (Dalla-Torre et al., 2023) and
DNABERT (Ji et al., 2021) are required. Chemi-
cal structures are often represented using SMILES
strings, a linear text format, which can be inter-
preted by models like BARTSmiles (Chilingaryan
et al., 2022) and MoLFormer (Ross et al., 2022).
For textual descriptions in the biomedical domain,
models such as BioGPT (Lewis et al., 2020) and
BioBERT (Lee et al., 2020) are leveraged to extract
high semantic meaning, providing improved under-
standing and analysis of biomedical text. These
findings inspire us to explore the potential of LMs
to extract semantic information into node features
in BKGs.

2.3 Graph Contrastive Learning

Many Graph Neural Networks rely on supervised
learning with labeled data, which is costly and
labor-intensive. To address this, a few studies(e.g.,
DGI (Veličković et al., 2018), MVGRL (Hassani
and Khasahmadi, 2020), GMI (Peng et al., 2020),
and GRACE (Zhu et al., 2020)) use contrastive
learning techniques, introducing Graph Contrastive
Learning for self-supervised graph representation
learning. These methods aim to maximize mutual
information between an anchor node and its se-
mantically similar counterparts while minimizing
it for dissimilar ones. In recent years, contrastive
learning has gained traction in knowledge graph
embedding. KGCL (Yang et al., 2022) integrates
knowledge graph learning with user-item interac-
tion modeling through a joint self-supervised learn-
ing approach, improving robustness and addressing
data noise and sparsity in recommendation sys-
tems. KE-GCL (Zhang and Li, 2022) incorporates

contextual descriptions of entities and proposes
adaptive sampling to refine the knowledge graph
contrastive learning. MCLEA (Lin et al., 2022)
unifies information from various modalities and
uses contrastive learning for discriminative entity
representations. However, multimodal contrastive
learning has not yet been explored in BKGs. In
this paper, we present a novel graph representa-
tion learning framework incorporating contrastive
learning for biomedical knowledge graphs.

3 PrimeKG++: An Augmented
Knowledge Graph

PrimeKG (Chandak et al., 2023) is a multimodal
knowledge graph tailored for precision medicine,
encompassing over 100,000 nodes across various
biological scales. It features more than 4 mil-
lion relationships among these nodes, categorized
into 29 distinct edge types. We chose PrimeKG
for its enriched disease and drug nodes, which
are augmented with clinical descriptors sourced
from medical authorities. This enrichment sup-
ports our approach by providing a robust founda-
tion for applying LM-derived embeddings, allow-
ing for more precise and contextually relevant anal-
yses in biomedical research. However, PrimeKG
exhibits limitations, particularly in its lack of addi-
tional context or descriptive information for other
biological entity types such as genes and proteins.
This deficiency hinders the graph’s capacity to fully
represent the complex interactions and functions
inherent in these biological components.

To address these limitations, we developed
PrimeKG++, an enhanced version of PrimeKG that
adds detailed information for three key node types:
gene/protein, drug, and disease. PrimeKG++ cate-
gorizes drug data into two subtypes: molecules,
represented with SMILES strings, and antibod-
ies, identified by amino acid sequences. For the
gene/protein node type, it includes protein-coding
genes, annotated with amino acid sequences, and
non-coding genes, represented with nucleotide se-
quences. Descriptions are collected for all subtypes
of both drugs and genes/proteins, providing essen-
tial context. These enhancements are meticulously
linked to authoritative sources such as Entrez Gene
(Maglott et al., 2010) at NCBI for genes/proteins
and DrugBank (Knox et al., 2024b) for drugs, using
identifiers from PrimeKG. This detailed informa-
tion allows PrimeKG++ to analyze and distinguish
these entities’ complex interactions and functions



with greater precision. The step-by-step production
process is presented in Appendix B.

4 Method

Our framework is illustrated in Figure 2. Ini-
tially, we generate embeddings for each node type’s
modalities using their corresponding Language
Models (Section 4.2). These modalities’ embed-
dings are then integrated into a unified embedding
space via the Fusion Module (Section 4.3). Subse-
quently, the Graph Contrastive Learning module en-
hances relationships within homogeneous biomedi-
cal subgraphs, facilitating intra-node learning (Sec-
tion 4.4). Finally, the Knowledge Graph Embed-
ding module refines these embeddings through link
prediction tasks to enhance learning across differ-
ent node types, fostering inter-node learning (Sec-
tion 4.5).

4.1 Preliminaries

In the context of knowledge graphs where entities
have associated attributes across various modali-
ties, we define a Biomedical Knowledge Graph as
G = (V,R,E,D, d). Here, V denotes the set of
nodes, collectively {v1, . . . , vn}, with n being the
number of entities, R denotes the set of relations,
and E consists of triples (h, r, t) where h, t ∈ V
and r ∈ R. The elements h, r, and t represent the
head, relation, and tail of a triple, respectively. D
represents a dataset with entities’ attributes, where
each entity type has specific attributes relevant to
its biological role. The partial function d : Vd → D
maps a subset of entities Vd ⊆ V , which have avail-
able attribute data, to their respective attributes,
with d(vi) retrieving the attribute data for an en-
tity vi. This schema allows for tailored attribute
representation, accommodating the diverse and spe-
cific data needs of different entity types within the
graph. The complete list of notations is in Table 5
in Appendix A.

4.2 Modality Encoding

We utilize a set of k modality-specific encoders,
{e1, . . . , ek}, where each encoder ei corresponds
to a pre-trained Language Model for a specific at-
tribute modality Di ⊆ D. Each encoder ei maps its
respective attribute data into a distinct embedding
space Xi, formally represented as ei : Di → Xi.
Selection of these LMs involves ensuring unifor-
mity in embedding sizes and balancing the com-
putational complexity with the desired level of ac-

curacy, to optimize both integration across modal-
ities and overall system efficiency. Specifically,
we use ProtBERT (Brandes et al., 2022) for pro-
tein sequences, DNABERT (Ji et al., 2021) for
gene sequences, MolFormer (Ross et al., 2022)
for molecule SMILES strings, and BioBERT (Lee
et al., 2020) for descriptions of all entity types.
These choices ensure that the attribute embeddings
leverage domain-specific knowledge encoded in
the LMs, thereby enhancing the quality and ap-
plicability of the generated embeddings. During
training, the LMs are frozen to reduce the number
of trainable parameters. Another concern is that
Knowledge Graphs are often incomplete due to
undisclosed or overlooked facts. For these cases,
we randomly initialize attribute embeddings.

4.3 Modality Fusing

On top of proposing a collection of features col-
lectively representing each node type, we propose
a Fusion Module designed to effectively integrate
diverse modalities of node-specific features into a
common embedding space. Formally, for an en-
tity vi ∈ V with modality-specific embeddings
x1,x2, . . . ,xM , where each x ∈ Rd. The encoder
function E projects a concatenation of these embed-
dings in the space Rd×M into a common embed-
ding space Rd, producing a unified embedding ui

as follows:

ui = E(x1,x2, . . . ,xM ), ui ∈ Rd,

where each ui ∈ RD. This approach allows each
modality to be represented in the same dimensional
space, facilitating further analysis or fusion at a
subsequent stage of the model.

To achieve the integration of these modality-
specific embeddings effectively, we utilize Atten-
tion Fusion (Vaswani et al., 2023) and Relation-
guided Dual Adaptive Fusion (ReDAF) (Zhang
et al., 2024). These fusion methods determine the
contribution of each modality before combining
them into a unified representation, which is essen-
tial because different modalities may carry varying
levels of importance depending on the context. By
assigning appropriate weights to each modality, the
model can better capture the most relevant informa-
tion, resulting in a more accurate and meaningful
representation of the entity. Detailed descriptions
of these techniques are provided in Appendix C.
Regardless of the fusion method used, a simple
mean operation is applied at the final stage to en-
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Figure 2: Overview of our proposed framework. A. Modality Embedding: Creating node attribute embeddings
through domain-specific LMs. B. Contrastive Learning: Enhancement of LM-derived embeddings for specific
node attributes of the same type through Fusion Module and Contrastive Learning. C. Link Prediction on KG
Embedding: Utilizing the enhanced embeddings to perform link prediction tasks through a Knowledge Graph
Embedding (KGE) model that learns relationships and enhances semantic information across distinct node types.

sure a balanced integration of the multi-modal em-
beddings, allowing for a cohesive representation of
each entity.

4.4 Graph Contrastive Learning
We employ Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL)
models to maximize the agreement between two
augmented views of the same graph, facilitating
the extraction of valuable insights among nodes
of identical types. We specifically explore vari-
ous GCL models that are suitable for Knowledge
Graphs, including Deep Graph Infomax (DGI)
(Veličković et al., 2018), Graph Group Discrimina-
tion (GGD) (Zheng et al., 2022), and Graph Con-
trastive Representation Learning (GRACE) (Zhu
et al., 2020). Each of these models employs dif-
ferent strategies for training using the contrastive
learning approach, as further elaborated in Ap-
pendix D. Regarding augmentation techniques,
while the diffusion method has demonstrated supe-
rior effectiveness (Hassani and Khasahmadi, 2020),

it also demands more execution time compared to
alternatives. Therefore, for the sake of efficiency,
we opt to mask out nodes and remove edges for
quick experimentation randomly.

Formally, let the contrastive learning function
C(·), we map a unified embedding ui to a new
embedding zi with dimension k. This process is
defined as follows:

zi = C(ui) where zi ∈ Rk.

4.5 Link Prediction in KG Embedding
KG Embedding involves an embedding function
e : E ∪R → X , which maps entities and relations
in a knowledge graph to elements within an embed-
ding space X . Additionally, it includes a scoring
function f : X 3 → R that, given the embeddings
of entities and relations in a triple, computes a score
indicating the likelihood or validity of the triple. In
our experiment, we utilize Relational Graph Con-
volutional Network (RGCN) (Schlichtkrull et al.,



2017) as the encoder to extract embeddings from
graph-structured data that includes relational infor-
mation. We then employ DistMult (Yang et al.,
2015) as a scoring function to map entities and re-
lations to vector scores. The essence of the link
prediction task lies in classifying the existence of
edges between entities, where positive edges are
drawn from the dataset and negative edges are ran-
domly sampled. Binary Cross Entropy (BCE) loss
is employed to evaluate the effectiveness of the
classification as follows:

LBCE = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

[yi log(ŷ) + (1− yi) log(1− ŷ)] .

The regularization term is added to avoid overfit-
ting, and is given by the sum of squared norms of
the latent representations and the relation embed-
dings:

Lreg = λ
(
∥X∥2 + ∥R∥2

)
,

where X is the representation after being processed
through the encoder and Z denotes relation embed-
dings. The final loss function is the combination
of the binary cross-entropy loss and the weighted
regularization term:

L = LBCE + αLreg.

To facilitate effective batch-wise training, we uti-
lize the GraphSAINT sampling method (Zeng et al.,
2020) for graph sampling. This approach employs
the Random Walks technique to sample subgraphs,
ensuring the presence of existing edges within each
batch for the link prediction task.

5 Experiments

5.1 Experimental Setup

Material: In our experiments, we utilize two
principal datasets: PrimeKG++ and the DrugBank
drug-target interaction dataset (Knox et al., 2024a).
PrimeKG++ serves as our primary dataset, en-
riched with detailed attribute information across
a variety of biological entities, making it highly
suitable for comprehensive model training and eval-
uation. The DrugBank dataset, a curated biomedi-
cal knowledge graph, focuses specifically on drug-
target protein interactions. It comprises 9,716 FDA-
approved drugs and 846 protein targets, encompass-
ing a different set of relations and nodes compared
to PrimeKG++. However, the DrugBank dataset

originally lacked node attributes, necessitating aug-
mentation by incorporating detailed attribute infor-
mation akin to that in PrimeKG++, thereby ensur-
ing a comprehensive evaluation and robust perfor-
mance of our model. By leveraging the enriched
attribute information integrated into both datasets,
we aim to thoroughly evaluate our framework’s
ability to handle both broad and domain-specific
biomedical knowledge graphs, enabling a rigorous
assessment of its performance and generalizability.

Comparative Analysis of Embedding Tech-
niques on PrimeKG++: With the introduction
of PrimeKG++, our augmented dataset, we con-
ducted a comprehensive evaluation of our approach
by exploring a variety of widely-used configura-
tions. We experimented with three well-established
Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL) models: Graph
Gaussian Diffusion (GGD), Graph Random Col-
oring Ensemble (GRACE), and Deep Graph Info-
max (DGI). Additionally, we examined different
attribute fusion methods, including Attention Fu-
sion and Relation-guided Dual Adaptive Fusion
(ReDAF), which weigh each modality differently
before fusion. As a baseline, we also included
a simple fusion approach ("None") where embed-
dings from various modalities were combined using
a mean operation without explicit weighting. To
provide additional context, we compared these con-
figurations against models trained with Random
Initialization and direct Language Model (LM)-
derived embeddings. Rather than focusing on iden-
tifying a single optimal configuration, our objective
was to demonstrate the versatility and robustness
of the proposed approach across widely-used meth-
ods. We experimented with different configurations
to showcase how our framework can be applied
in diverse settings. While the choice of compo-
nents may depend on the specific characteristics
of the dataset, our intention was to highlight the
adaptability of our framework, ensuring it performs
effectively under multiple configurations.

Evaluating Generalizability on the DrugBank
Dataset: To assess the robustness and generaliz-
ability of our framework, we conducted extensive
experiments on the DrugBank drug-target interac-
tion (DTI) dataset. Our approach utilizes GCL
models pretrained on PrimeKG++ to generate ini-
tial embeddings, providing a rich semantic and rela-
tional foundation. These embeddings are then fine-
tuned using Knowledge Graph Embedding (KGE)



models, specifically optimized for each configu-
ration, on the training set of the DrugBank DTI
dataset. This two-step process ensures that the
pretrained embeddings effectively capture mean-
ingful information from PrimeKG++ while adapt-
ing to the unique relational and attribute structures
of DrugBank. By evaluating performance across
various configurations, we demonstrate our frame-
work’s ability to generalize to novel entities and
its effectiveness in handling datasets with diverse
relational and attribute characteristics.

Implementation Details: For our experiments,
we randomly split the edges of PrimeKG++ and the
DrugBank drug-target interaction dataset into three
subsets: training, validation, and testing, with a
corresponding ratio of 60:20:20. This ensures a bal-
anced and comprehensive evaluation of our model
across both datasets. The PrimeKG++ dataset pro-
vides a richly augmented set of node attributes,
while the DrugBank dataset serves as a comple-
mentary benchmark for evaluating the model’s gen-
eralizability to unseen nodes and distinct relational
structures. In both cases, consistent hyperparame-
ters and settings were applied to ensure a fair and
rigorous evaluation process.

To further challenge the model and assess its
robustness, we adjust the negative sampling ratio
in our experiments. While the standard ratio is 1:1
(one negative sample for each positive sample), we
increase this ratio to 1:3 and 1:5 in certain config-
urations. These higher ratios create significantly
more difficult tasks by introducing a larger set of
negative edges, testing the model’s ability to distin-
guish true interactions from a broader range of false
ones. This adjustment enables a deeper evaluation
of the model’s performance in scenarios closer to
real-world conditions, where true interactions are
relatively sparse.

The reported results are based on models with
the lowest validation loss observed during train-
ing, evaluated over 100 epochs. The statistics of
the dataset splits are summarized in Table 1. Our
model implementations are built using PyTorch
and trained on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU over 3
hours for training. Detailed settings for all hyperpa-
rameters and summary of our models are provided
in Table 4 and Table 6 respectively in Appendix A.
This setup ensures a rigorous and reproducible eval-
uation framework for assessing the performance
and generalizability of our proposed methods.

Table 1: Statistics of Triple Splits for PrimeKG++ and
DPI Benchmark.

Dataset Total Training Validation Testing

PrimeKG++ 3,527,861 2,116,717 705,572 705,572
DPI benchmark* 18,678 13,448 1,494 3,736

Evaluation Metrics To assess the effectiveness
of our model in the link prediction task, we employ
two widely recognized metrics: Average Precision
(AP) and F1-score. AP provides a comprehensive
measure of precision across recall levels, making it
suitable for imbalanced datasets and varying nega-
tive sampling ratios. F1-score, the harmonic mean
of precision and recall, captures the balance be-
tween false positives and false negatives, offering
an interpretable measure of classification perfor-
mance. These metrics ensure a robust assessment
of the model’s effectiveness in link prediction tasks
across diverse experimental settings.

5.2 Results and Discussion

5.2.1 PrimeKG++
As shown in Table 2, embeddings derived from
pre-trained Language Models (LMs) outperform
those from random initialization, emphasizing the
value of external knowledge in link prediction tasks.
However, our proposed approach, combining con-
textual information from LMs with relational in-
sights via Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL), de-
livers the best performance across all configura-
tions and negative sampling ratios.

Notably, GRACE with ReDAF achieves the high-
est AP of 0.996 and F1 of 0.983 at a 1:1 ratio. This
strong performance remains robust under challeng-
ing conditions, with AP and F1 scores of 0.988
and 0.947 at a 1:3 ratio, and 0.980 and 0.916 at
a 1:5 ratio, respectively. Consistent performance
across configurations is attributed to the unified link
prediction model (RGCN), with variations arising
from GCL setups and attribute fusion techniques.

Our framework demonstrates adaptability and
robustness, excelling across multiple GCL meth-
ods (e.g., GRACE, GGD, DGI) and attribute fusion
strategies. While GCL configuration differences
are modest, the most significant gains appear over
baseline methods. For example, LM-derived em-
beddings achieve an AP of 0.993 and F1 of 0.975
at a 1:1 ratio but degrade more sharply at higher
ratios. In contrast, our approach consistently out-
performs baselines, showcasing the effectiveness



of integrating GCL with LM-derived embeddings
for superior link prediction in complex biomedical
knowledge graphs.

Further empirical studies on edge-wise preci-
sion under more robust conditions, detailed in Ap-
pendix E.2, underscore our framework’s ability to
generalize effectively across diverse scenarios.

5.2.2 DrugBank DTI
As shown in Table 3, we evaluate our framework’s
performance on the DrugBank DTI dataset, focus-
ing on handling unseen nodes and outperforming
baselines. Embeddings derived from pre-trained
Language Models (LMs) achieve strong results,
with an AP of 0.994 and F1 of 0.957 at a 1:1 nega-
tive sampling ratio, highlighting the value of exter-
nal knowledge.

Among the configurations, GRACE with None
and Attention fusion strategies achieves the best
performance, with an AP of 0.994 and F1 of 0.972
at a 1:1 ratio. These configurations remain robust
at higher negative sampling ratios, with GRACE +
Attention attaining an AP of 0.986 and F1 of 0.927
at 1:3 and an AP of 0.976 and F1 of 0.887 at 1:5.
Other configurations, such as GGD and DGI with
ReDAF, are competitive but slightly lower. For
instance, GGD + ReDAF achieves an AP of 0.9865
and F1 of 0.954 at 1:1, declining to 0.965 and 0.877
at 1:3.

While some configurations do not surpass LM-
derived embeddings, GRACE consistently excels,
demonstrating its ability to generalize effectively to
novel datasets like DrugBank. These findings un-
derscore our framework’s robustness, particularly
its capacity to adapt to diverse relational and at-
tribute structures. By leveraging both semantic and
relational information, our approach consistently
outperforms random initialization and remains re-
silient under challenging conditions.

5.3 Latent Space Visualization of Embeddings

To assess embedding quality, we performed a latent
space visualization using the PrimeKG++ dataset,
which was used during GCL model pretraining.
Visualizing the entire dataset is challenging due
to the complexity of link prediction tasks and the
difficulty in interpreting dense patterns. Therefore,
we concentrated on the protein with the highest
number of interactions, allowing us to present a
focused and meaningful visualization that reflects
the relational and semantic structure relevant to the
link prediction objective.

Using t-SNE, we projected the high-dimensional
drug embeddings into a 2D space. The embeddings
were categorized into two groups: drugs interact-
ing with the selected protein and drugs not interact-
ing with the protein. To evaluate the effectiveness
of our approach, we compared embeddings gener-
ated through two configurations: Language Model
(LM)-based embeddings and embeddings enhanced
through our proposed method. For our approach,
we employed GRACE + ReDAF, which is our most
stable configuration, effectively combining LM and
Graph Contrastive Learning (GCL) to incorporate
relational information.

The visualization results in Figure 3 reveal no-
table differences between the two configurations.
Embeddings generated solely with Language Mod-
els (LM) showed less distinct clustering, with con-
siderable overlap between the two groups. This
overlap suggests a limited capacity to distinguish
drugs interacting with the selected protein from
those that do not.

In contrast, embeddings produced using our pro-
posed method, which integrates LM with Graph
Contrastive Learning (GCL), exhibited tighter clus-
tering and more pronounced separation. This
demonstrates the method’s superior ability to cap-
ture shared properties among drugs interacting with
the same protein.

These results underscore the robustness of our
framework in generating high-quality, interpretable
embeddings that accurately represent underlying
biological relationships, even when applied to un-
seen datasets such as DrugBank. Additional ex-
periments on embedding quality are detailed in
Appendix E.3.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented a novel pretrained node
representation model designed to enhance link pre-
diction performance in Biomedical Knowledge
Graphs (BKGs). Our approach combines seman-
tic information from node attributes with relational
data from PrimeKG++, producing robust and mean-
ingful node embeddings. By incorporating mul-
timodal data—such as biological sequences and
textual descriptions—we enrich the contextual un-
derstanding of relationships within the graph. Fur-
thermore, we leveraged Graph Contrastive Learn-
ing (GCL) in combination with Language Models
(LMs) to optimize intra-node relationships, result-
ing in more generalizable embeddings capable of



Table 2: Link prediction performance on the PrimeKG++ dataset with varying negative sampling ratios.

Initial Embedding GCL Models Attribute Fusion 1:1 1:3 1:5

AP F1 AP F1 AP F1

Random Initialization - - 0.980 0.960 0.945 0.893 0.909 0.829
Direct LM-derived - None 0.993 0.975 0.982 0.934 0.972 0.902

Our Approaches

None 0.993 0.978 0.979 0.933 0.966 0.895
GGD Attention 0.994 0.979 0.982 0.937 0.970 0.901

ReDAF 0.993 0.978 0.981 0.934 0.968 0.896

None 0.996 0.983 0.987 0.947 0.979 0.916
GRACE Attention 0.996 0.983 0.982 0.937 0.980 0.917

ReDAF 0.996 0.983 0.988 0.947 0.980 0.916

None 0.993 0.979 0.980 0.936 0.968 0.899
DGI Attention 0.994 0.979 0.982 0.936 0.970 0.898

ReDAF 0.993 0.977 0.979 0.931 0.965 0.891

Table 3: Link prediction performance on the DrugBank DTI dataset with varying negative sampling ratios.

Initial Embedding GCL Models Attribute Fusion 1:1 1:3 1:5

AP F1 AP F1 AP F1

Random Initialization - - 0.834 0.749 0.661 0.513 0.579 0.591
Direct LM-derived - None 0.994 0.957 0.988 0.884 0.982 0.822

Our Approaches

None 0.985 0.948 0.963 0.862 0.936 0.793
GGD Attention 0.9862 0.951 0.964 0.870 0.940 0.803

ReDAF 0.9865 0.954 0.965 0.877 0.941 0.813

None 0.994 0.972 0.985 0.928 0.976 0.887
GRACE Attention 0.994 0.972 0.986 0.927 0.976 0.887

ReDAF 0.994 0.969 0.986 0.918 0.977 0.871

None 0.986 0.948 0.964 0.863 0.940 0.793
DGI Attention 0.986 0.95 0.966 0.870 0.943 0.803

ReDAF 0.983 0.946 0.957 0.858 0.928 0.785

handling unseen nodes.
To address the issue of sparse node attributes in

existing BKGs, we introduced PrimeKG++, an en-
riched biomedical knowledge graph that integrates
biological sequences and detailed textual descrip-
tions across various entity types. This enhancement
not only resolves the limitations of PrimeKG but
also serves as a valuable resource for advancing
research in the field. Additionally, experiments
conducted on PrimeKG++ demonstrate that our
pretrained node representations significantly out-
perform baselines, including random initialization
and direct LM-derived embeddings, highlighting
the advantage of combining semantic and relational
information for improved link prediction.

To further validate our framework, we evaluated
it on the DrugBank drug-target interaction (DTI)

dataset, showcasing its strong generalization capa-
bilities. Despite the dataset’s distinct set of rela-
tions and unseen nodes, our approach consistently
outperformed baseline methods, demonstrating ro-
bust performance even under more challenging sce-
narios. Importantly, while this work focused on
drug-protein interactions as the primary use case,
the flexibility of our framework allows it to be eas-
ily extended to other relationship types, such as
drug-disease or protein-disease interactions, fur-
ther broadening its applicability.

This work makes substantial contributions to
the field, particularly through the development of
PrimeKG++, a comprehensive multimodal knowl-
edge graph that integrates detailed biological se-
quences and textual descriptions, addressing key
limitations of prior datasets. Our pretrained node



Figure 3: t-SNE visualization of drug embeddings for a single protein with the highest number of interactions in the
PrimeKG++ dataset. The left panel displays embeddings derived solely from the Language Model (LM), while the
right panel shows embeddings generated using our proposed approach (GRACE + ReDAF). Drugs interacting with
the selected protein are labeled in red, and non-interacting drugs are labeled in blue. This comparison illustrates the
structural differences in the latent space resulting from the two embedding methods.

attributes encoder, which will be made publicly
available, provides a valuable tool for researchers,
enabling them to directly leverage high-quality em-
beddings for their own work. The versatility and
adaptability of our framework make it well-suited
for application across diverse multimodal knowl-
edge graphs, underscoring its broader impact in
advancing biomedical knowledge representation
and discovery.
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2020. Biokg: A knowledge graph for relational
learning on biological data. In Proceedings of the
29th ACM International Conference on Information
& Knowledge Management, pages 3173–3180.

Benyou Wang, Qianqian Xie, Jiahuan Pei, Zhihong
Chen, Prayag Tiwari, Zhao Li, and Jie Fu. 2023. Pre-
trained language models in biomedical domain: A
systematic survey. ACM Computing Surveys, 56(3):1–
52.

Mengqi Wang, Haonan Wang, Xingyu Liu, Xinhe Ma,
and Baoying Wang. 2021. Drug-drug interaction
predictions via knowledge graph and text embed-
ding: Instrument validation study. JMIR Med Inform,
9(6):e28277.

Bishan Yang, Wen tau Yih, Xiaodong He, Jianfeng Gao,
and Li Deng. 2015. Embedding entities and relations
for learning and inference in knowledge bases.

Yuhao Yang, Chao Huang, Lianghao Xia, and Chenliang
Li. 2022. Knowledge graph contrastive learning for
recommendation.

Hanqing Zeng, Hongkuan Zhou, Ajitesh Srivastava, Ra-
jgopal Kannan, and Viktor Prasanna. 2020. Graph-
saint: Graph sampling based inductive learning
method.

Lihui Zhang and Ruifan Li. 2022. KE-GCL: Knowl-
edge enhanced graph contrastive learning for com-
monsense question answering.

Yichi Zhang, Zhuo Chen, Lingbing Guo, Yajing Xu,
Binbin Hu, Ziqi Liu, Wen Zhang, and Huajun Chen.
2024. Native: Multi-modal knowledge graph com-
pletion in the wild. Authorea Preprints.

Jun Zhao, Zhihao Zhang, Luhui Gao, Qi Zhang, Tao Gui,
and Xuanjing Huang. 2024. Llama beyond english:
An empirical study on language capability transfer.

Yizhen Zheng, Shirui Pan, Vincent Cs Lee, Yu Zheng,
and Philip S. Yu. 2022. Rethinking and scaling up
graph contrastive learning: An extremely efficient
approach with group discrimination.

Yanqiao Zhu, Yichen Xu, Feng Yu, Qiang Liu, Shu
Wu, and Liang Wang. 2020. Deep graph contrastive
representation learning.

Marinka Zitnik, Monica Agrawal, and Jure Leskovec.
2018. Modeling polypharmacy side effects with
graph convolutional networks. Bioinformatics,
34(13):i457–i466.

Appendix

A Parameters and notations

This section provides a comprehensive overview
of the hyperparameters and notations used in our
study. The hyperparameters crucial for configuring
and optimizing our model during training are listed
in Table 4. These parameters include settings such
as learning rate, batch size, and dropout rate, which
play a significant role in the model’s performance
and generalization. The key notations and variables
used throughout our methodology are outlined in
Table 5, defining essential elements such as the
biomedical knowledge graph structure, embedding
spaces, and loss functions. These tables serve as a
reference to ensure clarity and consistency in our
descriptions and formulations, facilitating a better
understanding of the setup and execution of our
experiments. We also provide a detailed summary
of the models used and constructed in this study in
Table 6

Table 4: List of Hyperparameters

Hyperparameter Description Value

Learning Rate Step size for updates 0.001
Batch Size Samples per update 128
Epochs Passes through dataset 100
Embed dim Initial embedding size 768
Hidden dim Hidden layer size 128
Hidden layers Number of hidden layers 2
Dropout Rate Fraction of units to drop 0.2
Embedding Dimension Size of embeddings 128
Regularization Weight (λ) Weight for regularization 0.01
Random Walk Length Length of random walks 10
Random Walk Step Number of random walks step 1000
Optimizer Optimization algorithm Adam
Learning Rate Schedule Schedule for learning rate Cosine Annealing
Warm-up Steps Steps for learning rate warm-up 200
Activation Function Activation function ReLU
Gradient Clipping Max gradient norm 1.0
Early Stopping Patience Epochs with no improvement 3

B PrimeKG++ Creation

To obtain and integrate the metadata, in addition to
PrimeKG (Chandak et al., 2023), we perform the
following steps:

Data Collection: We utilize the open-source
web-scraping library Selenium to fetch detailed in-
formation from authoritative sources such as Entrez
Gene (Maglott et al., 2010) and DrugBank (Knox
et al., 2024b) for each node type. This process
involves the following steps: For genes/proteins,
we collect both protein-coding genes, annotated
with amino acid sequences, and non-coding genes,
represented with nucleotide sequences. This in-
formation is fetched using the Entrez Gene API,

http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03762
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03762
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10341
https://doi.org/10.2196/28277
https://doi.org/10.2196/28277
https://doi.org/10.2196/28277
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6575
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6575
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04931
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04931
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04931
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.6
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.6
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.01055
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.01055
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.01535
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.01535
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.01535
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04131
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04131
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty294
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty294


Table 5: List of notations

Notation Definition

G Knowledge Graph
V Set of nodes: {v1, v2, . . . , vn}
R Set of relations: {r1, r2, . . . , rm}
E Set of triples (h, r, t): {(h1, r1, t1), . . . , (hk, rk, tk)}
D Dataset with attributes: {D1, D2, . . . , Dp}
d : Vd → D Function mapping entities to attributes: d(vi) → Di

ei Modality-specific encoder: ei : Di → Xi

Xi Embedding space of modality i: Rdi

xi Modality-specific embedding: xi ∈ Rdi

E Encoder function: E(xi) → RD

hi Unified embedding: hi ∈ RD

A Adjacency matrix: A ∈ Rn×n

X Node feature matrix: X ∈ Rn×d

Z Latent node representation: Z ∈ Rn×d

R Set of relations: R ∈ Rm×d

α Weight for regularization term: 0.01
h Head entity in a triple: h ∈ V
t Tail entity in a triple: t ∈ V
r Relation in a triple: r ∈ R

Table 6: Model summary

Category Model No. Parameter

GCL GCN Encoder 164K

Modality Fusion
Attention 1.8M
ReDAF 1.2M

KGE RGCN 590K

which allows us to gather comprehensive gene
data efficiently. For drugs, we source data from
DrugBank, including molecular data represented
as SMILES strings and antibody data identified by
amino acid sequences. This comprehensive data
collection ensures that we cover various aspects
of drug representation. Each of these new data
points is categorized into sub-types, collectively
representing a node type. This detailed categoriza-
tion enhances the granularity and richness of our
knowledge graph.

Data Processing: Once the data is collected,
we process it to create embeddings for each data
point within the sub-types using corresponding lan-
guage models (LMs). This process involves several
key steps: Embeddings for protein-coding genes
and non-coding genes are generated using models
trained on biological sequence data, ensuring that
the embeddings capture the essential features of the
sequences. For drug data, embeddings are created
using chemical language models that understand
molecular structures and properties. These em-
beddings aim to map each subtype into its respec-
tive embedding space. Using our proposed feature-
fusion layer, we integrate sub-type embeddings of

a node into a unified embedding space, resulting
in a comprehensive node embedding. This fusion
layer is designed to effectively combine informa-
tion from different sub-types, providing a holistic
representation of each node. These unified embed-
dings serve as the initial embeddings for each node,
capturing the rich contextual information from the
various sub-types.

Data Storage and Usage: All embeddings are
stored in a structured format, mapping each node’s
name to its respective embedding. This process
involves: Organizing the embedding files in a ded-
icated folder, ensuring easy access and manage-
ment. Each file contains embeddings for a specific
sub-type, labeled accordingly. During the training
phase, we use a custom data module that loads a
table storing node interactions. This module inte-
grates the embedding tables to create a PyTorch
Geometric (PyG) Heterogeneous Data object. The
data module performs the following functions: It
reads the node interaction table, mapping interac-
tions to the corresponding node embeddings. It
constructs the complete graph structure, ensuring
that each node is accurately mapped to its respec-
tive embedding. This involves validating the con-
sistency and coherence of the graph structure and
addressing any discrepancies in the data. It pre-
pares the data object for training, ensuring that all
necessary attributes and relationships are correctly
represented. This data object represents the com-
plete graph structure, with each node accurately
mapped to its respective embedding, ensuring a
robust foundation for training our models.

These detailed steps ensure that our enhanced
knowledge graph, PrimeKG++, provides a richer
and more comprehensive dataset, supporting ad-
vanced biomedical analyses.

C Attribute Embedding Fusion

C.1 Attention Fusion

The Attention Fusion layer integrates diverse
modality-specific embeddings into a unified rep-
resentation by employing attention mechanisms.
This approach enables the model to dynamically
weigh the importance of each modality based on
its relevance to the task, thus enhancing the overall
quality of the integrated embeddings.

Formally, consider an entity v ∈ V with
modality-specific embeddings x1,x2, . . . ,xM ,
where each xi ∈ Rdi . The Attention Fusion layer



projects these embeddings into a common space
RD, and then uses attention scores to combine
them.

First, each modality-specific embedding xi is
transformed into a common embedding space RD

using a learnable projection matrix Wi ∈ RD×di :

hi = Wixi for each i = 1, 2, . . . ,M,

where hi ∈ RD represents the projected embed-
dings.

Next, an attention mechanism computes atten-
tion scores for each projected embedding hi. The
attention score αi for the i-th embedding is calcu-
lated as follows:

αi =
exp(q⊤hi)∑M
j=1 exp(q

⊤hj)
,

where q ∈ RD is a learnable query vector, and αi

represents the normalized attention score for the
i-th embedding.

The final unified embedding h is obtained by
computing a weighted sum of the projected embed-
dings hi based on their attention scores:

h =
M∑
i=1

αihi,

where h ∈ RD is the fused representation that
integrates information from all modalities.

The Attention Fusion layer effectively combines
modality-specific embeddings, allowing the model
to focus on the most relevant features from each
modality. This process enhances the overall quality
of the embeddings, making them more suitable for
downstream tasks such as link prediction.

The entire process can be summarized in the
following steps.

C.2 Relation-guided Dual Adaptive Fusion
(ReDAF)

Given the sparse nature of PrimeKG++, we utilize
the Relation-guided Dual Adaptive (Zhang et al.,
2024) Fusion model which produces a joint embed-
ding projected from weighted parameters collected
from individual modal training data. Additionally,
the missing values of any element are consolidated
with a random vector within the same vector space.

ωm(v, r) =
exp(V ⊙ tanh(vm)/σ(ζr))∑

n∈M∪{S} exp(V ⊙ tanh(vn)/σ(ζr))
,

where V is a learnable vector and ⊙ is the point-
wise operator. Tanh() is the tanh function. σ rep-
resents the sigmoid function to limit the relational-
wise temperature in (0, 1), aiming to amplify the
differences between different modal weights. With
the adaptive weights, the joint embedding of an
entity v is aggregated as:

vjoint =
∑

m∈M∪{S}

ωm(v, r)vm,

where σ(x) = 1
1+e−x represents the sigmoid func-

tion, Xi are the input features from the i-th modal-
ity, Si are subtype embeddings, Wt and Wr are
transformation matrices for input features and rela-
tional context C, respectively, and wi are the adap-
tive weights for each modality. The ReLU function
is fully expressed as the maximum between zero
and its input, integrating the features under a non-
linear transformation.

D Contrastive learning settings

D.1 Deep Graph Infomax model
Deep Graph Infomax (DGI) (Veličković et al.,
2018) utilizes an unsupervised learning strategy
for graph data by maximizing the mutual in-
formation between node representations and a
global summary of the graph. The method be-
gins with an assumption of a set of node features
X = {x1,x2, . . . ,xN}, where N is the number of
nodes, and each xi ∈ RF denotes the features of
node i. These are complemented by an adjacency
matrix A ∈ RN×N , which encodes the relational
structure between nodes.

The core of DGI is an encoder function E :
RN×F × RN×N → RN×F0 that transforms the
node features and the adjacency matrix into high-
level node embeddings {h1,h2, . . . ,hN}. These
embeddings, or patch representations, are meant to
encapsulate not only the properties of individual
nodes but also their neighborhood structures.

To capture the global structure of the graph, DGI
uses a readout function R : RN×F → RF to ag-
gregate these patch representations into a summary
vector s = R(E(X,A)). This vector serves as a
comprehensive representation of the entire graph’s
topology and feature distribution.

DGI employs a discriminator D : RF × RF →
R, which evaluates the mutual information between
local patch representations and the global summary
by assigning probability scores. These scores indi-
cate how well the local patches (node embeddings)



and the global summary correspond to each other
in terms of information content.

For training, negative samples are generated
through a stochastic corruption function C :
RN×F ×RN×N → RM×F ×RM×M , creating per-
turbed versions of the graph (Xe, Ae) = C(X,A).
The learning objective is to discriminate between
the "true" patch-summary pairs and those generated
from corrupted inputs using a noise-contrastive es-
timation with a binary cross-entropy loss.

This setup ensures that the encoder and discrimi-
nator learn to retain and emphasize features that are
important across the graph, facilitating the discov-
ery of intricate patterns and structural roles within
the network, which can significantly enhance per-
formance on downstream tasks like node classifica-
tion.

D.2 Graph Group Discrimination model

We experiment with a Group-discrimination-based
method called Graph Group Discrimination (GGD)
(Zheng et al., 2022). Contrastive learning in this
method is formulated to discriminate between
groups of node embeddings, rather than individual
pairs. This method leverages a binary cross-entropy
loss to effectively distinguish between node sam-
ples from ‘positive’ (unaltered) and ‘negative’ (al-
tered) graph structures.

Formally, in the GGD module, a graph autoen-
coder framework is employed to learn embeddings
that are predictive of the graph structure. Nodes
vi ∈ V are mapped to embeddings zi using a GCN
encoder E . The model then predicts the presence or
absence of edges between node pairs by computing
logits ŷij = zTi zj . The binary cross-entropy loss is
used to train the model:

L(θ) =−
∑

(vi,vj)∈E

log(σ(ŷij))

−
∑

(vi,vj)/∈E

log(1− σ(ŷij)), (1)

where σ denotes the sigmoid function.
The primary advantage of GD is its efficiency,

especially in scenarios involving large-scale graph
datasets, where it reduces the computational over-
head and accelerates the training process signifi-
cantly. By applying this approach, our model can
achieve rapid convergence and robust performance
even with minimal training epochs.

D.3 Graph Contrastive representation
learning model

GRACE (Graph Contrastive Representation Learn-
ing) (Zhu et al., 2020) applies stochastic augmenta-
tions to both node features and graph structure to
learn robust node embeddings. For a graph with
feature matrix X and adjacency matrix A, two
corrupted views X1,A1 and X2,A2 are gener-
ated by independently dropping features and edges.
Node embeddings for these views are computed
as Z1 = E(X1,A1) and Z2 = E(X2,A2), using
the same encoder E . Each embedding vector is
then projected through a two-layer network with
RELU activations to align the representations from
different views while maintaining discriminative
features. The contrastive loss, specifically the In-
foNCE loss, is applied to align these representa-
tions while also distinguishing them from negatives
within their minibatch:

L(θ) = −
n∑

i=1

log
exp(P(z1i)

TP(z2i)/τ)∑n
j=1 exp(P(z1i)TP(z2j)/τ)

,

where τ is a temperature scaling parameter.

Loss Function The contrastive loss function in
GRACE is designed to maximize the agreement be-
tween node embeddings across these views while
minimizing agreement with other nodes’ embed-
dings. The loss is formulated as:

L =
1

2N

N∑
i=1

[ℓ(ui, vi) + ℓ(vi, ui)] ,

where ui and vi are embeddings of node i from two
views, respectively. The pairwise loss ℓ(u, v) en-
courages similarity of embeddings from the same
node and dissimilarity from others, calculated us-
ing:

ℓ(u, v) = − log
exp(θ(u, v)/τ)∑N

k=1 exp(θ(u, vk)/τ)
,

with θ(u, v) representing the cosine similarity and
τ a temperature scaling parameter.

This method aligns with the principles of mutual
information maximization and triplet loss, enhanc-
ing learning efficiency and representation quality
(Zhu et al., 2020).

Following the GCL framework, node embed-
dings are processed through a Graph Convolutional
Network (GCN) to preserve topological fidelity
and feature correlation. The embeddings are then



subjected to a binary classification scheme where
the contrastive loss is calculated, streamlining the
training phase and focusing on global structure
discrimination rather than detailed pairwise node
comparison:

The contrastive learning process is driven by the
following loss functions:

• Jensen-Shannon Divergence (JSD): This is
quantified as:

LJSD(P,Q) =
1

2
D(P∥M) +

1

2
D(Q∥M),

where P and Q are the probability distribu-
tions of the positive and negative samples, re-
spectively, and M = 1

2(P +Q).
• Information Noise-Contrastive Estimation

(InfoNCE):

LInfoNCE = − log
exp(z · zpos/τ)∑
neg exp(z · zneg/τ)

,

where zpos and zneg are embeddings of positive
and negative examples, respectively, and τ is
a temperature parameter.

• Binary Cross-Entropy (BCE):

LBCE = − [y log(σ(z)) + (1− y) log(1− σ(z))] ,

where σ is the sigmoid function, z is the logit,
and y is the label indicating positive or nega-
tive pairs.

E Additional Results

In this section, we present additional experimen-
tal results to assess the effectiveness of our pro-
posed approach and its components. First, we ex-
amine the impact of embedding size, showing that
larger embeddings lead to improved performance.
Next, we evaluate precision across different rela-
tion types, demonstrating that our model performs
well in distinguishing between true and false rela-
tionships. Finally, we assess embedding quality in
downstream tasks, where our approach, combining
intra- and inter-learning, yields better embeddings
that contribute to stronger task performance. These
findings offer valuable insights to support future
research in this area.

E.1 Impact of Embedding Size on Model
Performance

The size of the embedding plays a critical role in
model performance, as it determines the capacity

to capture complex features of the data. To iden-
tify the optimal configuration and understand the
trade-off between embedding size and performance,
we systematically evaluate the impact of various
embedding sizes using the Grace-Attention model.
This experimentation provides insights into how
embedding dimensionality influences the model’s
capacity and effectiveness.

The results, summarized in Table 7, indicate that
as the embedding size increases, both F1-score
and AP improve, indicating that larger embeddings
capture more information, leading to better perfor-
mance. However, the performance improvement
between 128 and 256 is marginal, suggesting di-
minishing returns for increasing embedding size
beyond a certain threshold.

Table 7: Impact of embedding size on link prediction
performance.

Embedding
Size

No.
Parameters AP F1

64 258K 0.988 0.97
128 738K 0.994 0.98
256 2M 0.996 0.983

E.2 Performance Per Relation Type
To understand how our approach generalizes across
different biomedical relationships, we evaluate the
model’s performance for each relation type within
PrimeKG++ using the Grace-Attention model. The
primary evaluation metric used are Average Pre-
cision and F1-score, as it provides a stable and
clear measure of performance, particularly given
the variability in the number of negative edges due
to random negative sampling. This allows us to
assess how well our model differentiates true rela-
tionships (true positives) from incorrect predictions
(false positives) across diverse types of relations.
To further examine robustness and generalizability,
we train and test the model using a 1:10 negative
sampling ratio.

The results, summarized in Table 8, present
the precision values for each relation type in
PrimeKG++. Our findings indicate that the Grace-
Attention model maintains high precision across
all relation types, regardless of the size of the rela-
tion set. Notably, the high precision in predicting
drug-protein interactions suggests that the model
is highly effective in identifying accurate associ-
ations between drugs and proteins, which is criti-



cal for drug repurposing. Such precise predictions
can help in discovering new therapeutic uses for
existing drugs and identifying potential drug inter-
actions, ultimately supporting more targeted and
efficient drug development efforts.

Table 8: Precision per relation type in PrimeKG++ using
the Grace-Attention model.

Relation Type Precision Number of
Positive Edges

Contraindication 0.991 61,350
Disease-Disease 0.954 64,388
Disease-Protein 0.867 160,822

Drug-Drug 0.974 2,672,628
Drug-Protein 0.995 51,306

Indication 0.989 18,776
Off-Label Use 0.994 4,429,078
Protein-Protein 0.911 642,150

E.3 Evaluating Embedding Quality for
Downstream Tasks

To further assess the effectiveness of the node em-
beddings on downstream tasks, specifically Drug-
Bank DTI, we initialize the embeddings with out-
puts from a Knowledge Graph Embedding (KGE)
model and train a machine learning model using
XGBoost. The XGBoost model is configured with
500 estimators and a learning rate of 0.01. To en-
sure robust evaluation, we use a stratified 5-fold
cross-validation approach, where metrics are re-
ported as the mean performance across all folds.

While link prediction has been previously con-
ducted in our study to evaluate embedding qual-
ity, it primarily focuses on reconstructing known
relationships within the graph. By contrast, train-
ing a machine learning model for a downstream
task allows us to assess whether the embeddings
effectively capture task-specific patterns and gener-
alize beyond the original graph structure, providing
a more comprehensive evaluation of embedding
quality.

The results in Table 9 highlight that our
framework, which integrates self-supervised intra-
learning through Graph Contrastive Learning
(GCL) and inter-learning via the link prediction
task, significantly outperforms both random initial-
ization and Direct-LM embeddings. GCL consis-
tently achieves higher performance, showcasing its
effectiveness in capturing richer and more compre-
hensive embeddings.

Embedding GCL Models Fusion AP F1
Random

From Scratch 0.233 0
Random - - 0.508 0.509

LM - - 0.555 0.56

Our approach

None 0.612 0.624
GGD Attention 0.646 0.656

ReDAF 0.634 0.651

None 0.621 0.601
GRACE Attention 0.636 0.611

ReDAF 0.612 0.608

None 0.633 0.625
DGI Attention 0.64 0.645

ReDAF 0.639 0.642

Table 9: Comparison of embedding methods for ML
downstream task

Compared to training from scratch, where each
node is initialized randomly, our approach deliv-
ers superior results across multiple configurations,
emphasizing the critical role of embedding quality
in downstream tasks. For future development, this
framework can serve as a baseline for initializing
embeddings in machine learning models, signifi-
cantly reducing resource usage while maintaining
strong performance.


