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Abstract

Anesthetics are crucial in surgical procedures and therapeutic interventions, but they come with side
effects and varying levels of effectiveness, calling for novel anesthetic agents that offer more precise and
controllable effects. Targeting Gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA) receptors, the primary inhibitory re-
ceptors in the central nervous system, could enhance their inhibitory action, potentially reducing side
effects while improving the potency of anesthetics. In this study, we introduce a proteomic learning
of GABA receptor-mediated anesthesia based on 24 GABA receptor subtypes by considering over 4000
proteins in protein-protein interaction (PPI) networks and over 1.5 millions known binding compounds.
We develop a corresponding drug-target interaction network to identify potential lead compounds for
novel anesthetic design. To ensure robust proteomic learning predictions, we curated a dataset com-
prising 136 targets from a pool of 980 targets within the PPI networks. We employed three machine
learning algorithms, integrating advanced natural language processing (NLP) models such as pretrained
transformer and autoencoder embeddings. Through a comprehensive screening process, we evaluated the
side effects and repurposing potential of over 180,000 drug candidates targeting the GABRA5 receptor.
Additionally, we assessed the ADMET (absorption, distribution, metabolism, excretion, and toxicity)
properties of these candidates to identify those with near-optimal characteristics. This approach also
involved optimizing the structures of existing anesthetics. Our work presents an innovative strategy for
the development of new anesthetic drugs, optimization of anesthetic use, and deeper understanding of
potential anesthesia-related side effects.

Keywords: Anesthetic management, Gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA) receptors, Protein-protein
interaction, Drug-target interaction, Machine learning, Virtual drug screening
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1 Introduction
With the continuous advancement of medical technology, the critical role of anesthetics in surgery and
treatment has become increasingly prominent. However, current anesthetics still have significant lim-
itations and side effects, which urgently necessitates the development of new anesthetic agents in the
medical research field [47, 55]. Traditional anesthetics may lead to various side effects, such as respi-
ratory depression, cardiovascular issues, and postoperative cognitive dysfunction, which pose potential
risks to patient safety and postoperative recovery [28]. Additionally, there is variability in patients’
responses to anesthetics, making it challenging to achieve individualized anesthetic regimens. This ne-
cessitates the development of new anesthetic agents that provide more precise and controllable anesthetic
effects [54]. Therefore, the development of new anesthetic agents with higher safety, fewer side effects,
and greater individual adaptability can not only enhance the success rate of surgeries and treatments
but also significantly improve the overall prognosis and quality of life for patients [41,43].

In the human central nervous system, GABA (γ-aminobutyric acid) receptors are the primary in-
hibitory receptors, maintaining neural system balance by regulating neuronal excitability [26]. As a
major inhibitory neurotransmitter, GABA acts on these receptors to reduce neuronal activity, thereby
inhibiting the transmission of neural signals [27].

GABA receptors are divided into two main categories: GABAA and GABAB [37]. GABAA receptors
are ligand-gated ion channels; when GABA binds to them, the receptor undergoes a conformational
change, leading to the opening of the chloride ion channel, an influx of chloride ions into the cell,
and subsequent hyperpolarization of the cell membrane, thereby inhibiting neuronal excitability [25].
In contrast, GABAB receptors are G protein-coupled receptors that indirectly regulate potassium and
calcium ion channels through the activation of secondary messenger systems [16].

In the field of anesthesiology, the association between GABA receptors and anesthetics is particu-
larly crucial [34]. Many general anesthetics and sedatives exert their effects by enhancing the function
of GABAA receptors. For instance, benzodiazepines (e.g., diazepam), barbiturates (e.g., thiopental
sodium), and volatile anesthetics (e.g., isoflurane) increase the affinity of GABA for GABAA receptors
or prolong the opening time of the chloride ion channel, thereby enhancing inhibitory neurotransmission
and inducing sedation, anxiolysis, anticonvulsant, and anesthetic effects [20, 45]. Additionally, allosteric
modulators of GABA receptors (e.g., propofol) are widely used in clinical anesthesia; by binding to dif-
ferent sites on GABAA receptors, they further enhance the action of GABA, producing potent anesthetic
effects [52].

Protemic technology has increasingly presented a vast potential in anesthesia [8], and the use of pro-
teomic tools to study anesthetic binding sites has offered a better understanding of the mechanisms of
anesthetic action. Protein-protein interaction (PPI) networks at the proteomics level provide a system-
atic framework for exploring potential therapeutic strategies and their possible side effects [17]. These
networks encompass the direct and indirect connections among various proteins, collectively driving
the complex biological activities within an organism [9]. Utilizing the powerful String v11 database
(https://string-db.org/), we can obtain extensive and diverse PPI datasets related to specific proteins or
diseases [9,44]. In the field of anesthesia research, the PPI network associated with GABA receptors can
be extracted using the String v11 database. Through in-depth analysis of this network, we not only gain
insights into how drugs interact with GABA receptors but also potentially uncover new drug targets.
This approach could optimize pharmacotherapy regimens and reduce the incidence of side effects.

Nevertheless, traditional methods for developing anesthetics often involve long duration, high cost,
and limited screening efficiency [31]. To address these challenges, the application of machine learning
(ML) techniques in drug development is increasingly gaining prominence [2, 12, 56]. ML approaches
have outperformed other competing methods in D3R Grand Challenges, an annual worldwide competi-
tion series in computer-aided drug design [35, 36]. ML technologies process and analyze vast amounts
of biomedical data, thereby enhancing the efficiency of drug design and screening [40], predicting the
biological activity and pharmacological properties of new molecules, optimizing drug structures, and im-
proving binding specificity to GABA receptors. Moreover, they can predict the potential toxicity and side
effects of drugs, enabling the screening of safer candidate drugs. Since ML approaches have discovered
two primary evolutionary mechanisms of SARS-CoV-2 [6, 48], they aid in discovering new mechanisms
of action and drug targets, providing robust support for the development of innovative anesthetics.
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In this study, we constructed a proteomics-based ML system aimed at exploring novel anesthetic
drugs targeting GABA receptors. Utilizing the String v11 database, we extracted the protein interaction
networks of 24 GABA receptor subtypes, considering these related proteins as potential therapeutic
targets and sites that may induce side effects. We then collected experimental binding affinity (BA)
data for these target proteins from the ChEMBL database and developed ML models based on this
information. Compound information was transformed into two different latent vector fingerprints through
transformer networks and autoencoder models. These molecular fingerprints, combined with support
vector machines, formed our BA prediction model. By cross-predicting over 180,000 compounds, we
assessed their potential for side effects and reuse value. Using these models, we screened for promising
lead compounds and conducted an in-depth analysis of side effects for FDA-approved drugs and other
existing medications. Additionally, we optimized the molecular structures of existing drugs to reduce side
effects and improve their pharmacokinetic properties. During the compound screening process, we also
comprehensively considered pharmacokinetic parameters, namely absorption, distribution, metabolism,
excretion, and toxicity (ADMET), as well as synthetic feasibility. Our platform is expected to facilitate
the development process of anesthetic drugs.

2 Results

2.1 The GABA receptors PPI networks
GABA is the primary inhibitory neurotransmitter in the mammalian central nervous system, playing a
crucial role in reducing neuronal excitability throughout the nervous system. GABA exerts its effects by
binding to specific receptors, known as GABA receptors, which are divided into two main types: GABAA

and GABAB. GABAA receptors are ionotropic receptors that function as ligand-gated chloride channels.
When GABA binds to these receptors, the channel opens, allowing chloride ions to enter the neuron.
This influx of chloride ions causes hyperpolarization of the neuronal membrane, making it less likely for
the neuron to fire an action potential. GABAA receptors act quickly and are primarily responsible for
the rapid inhibitory effects of GABA. In contrast, GABAB receptors are metabotropic receptors that are
coupled to G-proteins. Activation of GABAB receptors initiates a signaling cascade that can lead to the
opening of potassium channels and inhibition of adenylate cyclase activity. This results in the slow and
prolonged inhibitory effects of GABA, contributing to the overall inhibitory tone in the nervous system.

The subunits of GABAA receptors include α (GABRA1, GABRA2, GABRA3, GABRA4, GABRA5,
GABRA6), β (GABRB1, GABRB2, GABRB3), γ (GABRG1, GABRG2, GABRG3), δ (GABRD), ϵ

(GABRE), π (GABRP), θ (GABRQ), and ρ (GABRR1, GABRR2, GABRR3). In contrast, the GABAB

receptor has two subunits: GABBR1 and GABBR2. Additionally, we collected other genes related to
GABA receptors, including GABARAP, GABARAPL1, and GABARAPL2. In total, there are 24 targets
associated with GABA receptors. We extracted the corresponding 24 PPI networks by sequentially
entering these gene names into the STRING database. Within each network, there is a core sub-network
of proteins that interact directly with the GABA receptor, while the directly and indirectly interacting
proteins together form the global network. We limited the number of proteins in each global network to
201. These 24 networks with total 4824 proteins are not completely independent, as some overlapping
proteins are present. After removing the overlap proteins, 980 proteins are left in 24 PPI networks.

Compounds that act as agonists or antagonists of the GABA receptor exhibit pharmacological effects
in anesthesia, which encourages the search for additional compounds that bind to the GABA recep-
tor. The desired drugs must demonstrate specificity for the target protein without causing adverse
side effects on other proteins. To evaluate the binding effects of small molecules on receptor proteins
and other proteins within the PPI network, we collected the SMILES strings for each protein from the
ChEMBL database and developed ML models. These models were then used to systematically analyze
the side effects and repurposing potential of inhibitor compounds. We gathered a total of 136 datasets,
which included sufficient inhibitor data points for 980 proteins within the 24 extracted PPI networks,
encompassing a total of 183,250 inhibitor compounds. Additionally, we compiled an inhibitor dataset for
the human ether-à-go-go-related gene (hERG) protein and developed appropriate ML models [14] (see
Supporting Information S6).
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The framework of this study is illustrated in Figure 1. For the 24 anesthesia-related GABA receptors,
we employed a proteomics-based approach to identify potential side effect targets using PPI networks.
As shown in Figure 1a, we identified 980 unique targets from 4,824 proteins within the 24 PPI net-
works. Due to the lack of corresponding datasets for some targets and the insufficient data volume for
others, we excluded these targets and ultimately obtained 136 targets from 980 ones. Specifically, the
inhibitor compound should be homo sapiens and single protein, and the minimal training number should
be larger than 250 to ensure the reliable ML prediction. Among these 136 targets, one was the thera-
peutic target GABRA5, while the remaining 135 targets were designated as side effect targets (including
hERG as one of the side effect targets). Simultaneously, we collected several common anesthetics that
interact with GABA receptors and constructed a drug-target interaction (DTI) network, as depicted in
Figure 1b. The drug compounds datasets shown in Figure 1c are collected from ChEMBAL database
(https://www.ebi.ac.uk/chembl/). Utilizing the constructed PPI and DTI networks, we designed two
technical routes to identify and generate nearly optimal lead compounds, as demonstrated in Figure 1d.
The first route begins with the PPI network and applies prediction models for side effect and repurposing
evaluations, as well as ADMET screening models. The second route starts with the DTI network, where
existing drugs undergo ADMET screening; for molecules that do not meet ADMET criteria, molecular
optimization is performed using the OptADMET online server [53]. Through these steps, we aim to
identify or generate anesthetics with excellent properties.

GABRA1 PPI-network GABRA5 PPI-network

GABRA1 GABRB1

GABRA4

GABRG2

GABRB3 GABRA5

GABRG3
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Molecular
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Figure 1: Flowchart of nearly optimal lead compounds screening for Gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA) receptor agonists. a:
The protein-protein interaction (PPI) networks of 24 GABA receptor subtypes involve 4824 proteins, and each receptor subtype
has a core and global PPI network. Here only two PPI networks (GABRA1 and GABRA5) with several compounds are shown
for simplicity. For more detailed information on the PPI networks, please refer to Table of the Supporting Information. b: The
drug target interaction (DTI) network constructed against GABA receptors include 136 targets and 183250 inhibitor compounds
that are collected from ChEMBL database in c. Here, only four targets (GABRA1, GABRA2, GABRA5, and GABBR2) with
a few compounds are presented for simplicity. The yellow dashed lines mean the connections among 136 targets. d: Nearly
optimal lead compounds were screened by two technical routes, the first being a predictive model for side effects and repurposing
assessment as well as an ADMET screening model, and the second being molecular optimization of existing drugs.

2.2 Binding affinity predictions
Figure S1 in the Supporting Information presents a heatmap illustrating cross-target binding affinity
(BA) predictions using 136 machine learning (ML) models. The diagonal elements represent the Pearson
correlation coefficient (R) obtained from the ten-fold cross-validation of our models. Among the 136
models, two achieved R values greater than 0.9, while 80 models had R values exceeding 0.8. The lowest
R value of 0.497 was obtained from the model built using the CALCR inhibitor dataset, and the average
R value across all models is 0.791. Furthermore, the root-mean-square deviation (RMSD) values of these
models fall within a reasonable range of [0.468, 1.406] kcal/mol, with an average RMSD value of 0.880
kcal/mol, as detailed in Table S1 of the Supporting Information. Based on our calculated R values and
RMSD values, these models demonstrate extremely high predictive accuracy and are reliable for BA
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prediction.

2.2.1 Cross-target binding affinity predictions

Cross-target binding affinity (BA) predictions are a powerful tool in various aspects of drug develop-
ment. By leveraging machine learning models, molecular docking, and network analysis, it is possible
to effectively evaluate the multi-target activities of compounds, aiding in the identification of potential
side effects, drug repurposing opportunities, and the design of multi-target drugs. In Figure S1, the
non-diagonal elements represent the highest BA values (with the maximum absolute value) predicted by
various models for inhibitor compounds within a dataset. The identifiers on the left side of the heatmap
denote the 136 inhibitor datasets, while the symbols at the top correspond to the 136 ML models. There-
fore, each column illustrates the predictions of a specific model. Specifically, the ith element in the jth
column represents the prediction of the jth model for the ith dataset. These cross-target predictions
reveal the potential side effects of one inhibitor dataset on other proteins. According to the literature,
a widely accepted inhibition threshold is a BA value of -9.54 kcal/mol (Ki = 0.1 µM, referring to the
inhibition constant) [15]. At this threshold, out of 18,496 cross-predictions, 15,318 were found to indicate
side effects, as the predicted maximum BA was less than -9.54 kcal/mol. Conversely, the remaining 3,178
cross-predictions, with maximum BA values greater than -9.54 kcal/mol, suggest weaker side effects.

The color of the non-diagonal elements represents the intensity of the side effects, with lighter colors
indicating weaker effects. From all cross-target predictions shown in Figure S1, several light vertical lines
can be observed, indicating very mild predicted side effects for these proteins. This phenomenon can
largely be attributed to the label distribution, where the majority of collected experimental binding affini-
ties (BAs) exceed -9.54 kcal/mol. In such instances, the predictive capabilities of the machine learning
models may be limited. Off-target effects, where a drug binds to proteins other than its intended target,
can lead to unintended and potentially harmful side effects. Therefore, identifying similar binding sites
on off-target proteins is crucial in drug design to predict and mitigate these adverse effects. Proteins
within the same family often exhibit similar three-dimensional (3D) structures or protein sequences,
resulting in analogous binding sites. Inhibitory compounds effective against one protein may bind to
other proteins within the same family. Figure S1 reveals five targets—SSTR1, SSTR2, SSTR3, SSTR4,
and SSTR5—that exhibit potential for mutual side effects. These proteins belong to the somatostatin
receptor family, which specifically mediates the effects of the peptide hormone somatostatin. As illus-
trated in Figure S2 of the Supporting Information, these receptors share similar 3D conformations and
2D sequences.

Furthermore, additional examples of mutual side effects can be observed within other protein families.
For instance, muscarinic acetylcholine receptors (CHRM1, CHRM2, CHRM3, and CHRM4), dopamine
receptors (DRD1, DRD2, DRD3, DRD4, and DRD5), prostaglandin E receptors (PTGER1, PTGER2,
PTGER3, and PTGER4), and sphingosine-1-phosphate receptors (S1PR1, S1PR2, S1PR3, and S1PR4)
all demonstrate the potential for mutual side effects. These instances underscore the structural and
functional similarities within protein families, indicating that drugs targeting one specific protein may
also interact with other family members, leading to unintended physiological responses and side effects.
Therefore, understanding these interactions is crucial for the development of highly selective and specific
therapeutic agents, which can minimize off-target effects and improve overall drug efficacy and safety.
By considering these potential mutual side effects, researchers can better predict and mitigate adverse
effects, ultimately advancing the design of targeted therapies with higher precision and reduced side
effects.

2.2.2 Predictions of side effects and repurposing potentials

In the process of drug development, cross-target prediction serves as an essential tool for effectively
detecting potential side effects and assessing the repurposing potential of inhibitors. Side effects typically
arise when a candidate drug shows strong BA to the target protein while unintentionally acting as a potent
inhibitor for other proteins. Therefore, predicting these side effects is crucial for ensuring the safety of the
drug. Conversely, if a candidate drug demonstrates weak BA to the target protein but presents strong
inhibitory effects on other proteins, it is considered to have repurposing potential. Drug repurposing,
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which involves exploring new therapeutic indications for existing drugs, not only significantly reduces
research and development costs but also accelerates the drug approval process [7].

For instance, Figures 2a and 2b illustrate specific cases of side effects and repurposing, respectively.
Each subplot depicts a target protein along with its two off-target proteins or side effect target proteins.
Specifically, the title of each panel, as well as the x- and y-axes, represent the target protein and two
distinct off-target proteins, respectively. Furthermore, the color of the scatter points reflects the experi-
mental BA values of the inhibitors for these proteins, with dark blue indicating high affinity and yellow
indicating low affinity. Additionally, the x- and y-axes, respectively, display the predicted BA values
obtained from two ML models constructed using inhibitor datasets for the two off-target proteins.
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Figure 2: Examples of side effect and repurposing potential prediction. a: Three rows of inhibitors targeting GABRA5 are
presented, each causing side effects on zero, one, and both of the two side effect targets, respectively. The yellow frames indicate
no side effects. b: Inhibitors of GABRA5 with repurposing potential are shown, where the pink frames indicate an inhibitor’s
repurposing potential for one therapeutic target without side effects on the other.

As illustrated in Figure 2a, the yellow frames in nine panels highlight regions predicted to have no
side effects on two specific off-target proteins. The three rows in Figure 2a display examples of inhibitors
targeting a designated protein with side effects on zero, one, and two of the given off-target proteins,
respectively. In the subplot located in the first row and first column, all active inhibitors targeting the
therapeutic target GABRA5 are predicted to have no side effects on the two targets, CACNA1C and
CACNA1B, as their BA values are both greater than -9.54 kcal/mol. In the subplot situated in the
second row and second column, all inhibitors of GABRA5 show no side effects on target SCN4A, while
approximately half of the GABRA5 inhibitors exhibit side effects on target LPAR1. Furthermore, in the
subplot found in the third row and third column, most active inhibitors of GABRA5 demonstrate side
effects on both DRD3 and DRD4 proteins.

In addition to assessing side effects, our cross-target BA predictions can also indicate potential for
drug repurposing. Each subplot in Figure 2b highlights instances where some inactive inhibitors for off-
target proteins are predicted to be potent inhibitors for other proteins, as indicated by the pink frames.
Specifically, certain inhibitors for the off-target protein exhibit very weak BA values (i.e., predicted
BA greater than -9.54 kcal/mol), but they demonstrate strong BA values for the therapeutic target
GABRA5 (i.e., predicted BA less than -9.54 kcal/mol). Notably, in the subplot located in the first row
and first column of Figure 2b, many inactive inhibitors of OPRM1 are identified as having repurposing
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potential towards GABRA5 while showing no repurposing potential for the off-target OPRD1. It is
important to note that the OPRD1 and OPRM1 genes encode the δ-opioid receptor and µ-opioid receptor,
respectively, both of which are involved in modulating pain perception and analgesia, making them
targets for analgesic drugs. Furthermore, we observed that in cases where these inactive inhibitors
exhibit repurposing potential for GABRA5, they tend to have minimal side effects on other off-target
proteins.

2.2.3 Protein similarity inferred by cross-target BA correlations

Binding site similarity can generate cross-target BA correlations. Conversely, high BA correlation can
help identify binding site similarities. According to our cross-target predictions, there are several examples
of high BA correlation associated with similar binding sites. For instance, as shown in Figure 3a,
the predicted BA of PTGER1 inhibitors for ADRB1 and ADRB2 proteins exhibits an almost linear
correlation, with a Pearson correlation coefficient (R) of 0.730. This high correlation is attributed to
binding site similarity, which is validated through 3D protein structure and 2D sequence alignment, as
depicted in Figure 3a. We found that the 3D structures of ADRB1 and ADRB2 proteins are highly
similar, and the 2D sequence identity near the binding sites is approximately 77.49%. Specifically, in
Figure 3b, the predicted BA of P2RY12 inhibitors for S1PR1 and S1PR2 proteins shows an R value
of 0.798. Notably, the 2D sequence identity near their binding sites is 100%. Both S1PR1 and S1PR2
are receptors for sphingosine-1-phosphate (S1P) and are involved in regulating cell migration, vascular
integrity, and immune cell function. Additionally, in Figure 3c, a bilinear correlation between predicted
and experimental BA is observed because the target protein and the two off-target proteins belong to
the same protein family. Specifically, the predicted BA of CHRM4 inhibitors for CHRM1 and CHRM2
proteins shows an R value of 0.851, with a 2D sequence identity near the binding sites of 75.56% between
CHRM1 and CHRM2. According to our further calculations, the 2D sequence identity near the binding
sites is 76.40% between CHRM1 and CHRM4, and 84.30% between CHRM2 and CHRM4. These results
suggest that potent CHRM4 inhibitors are likely to be strong binders for both CHRM1 and CHRM2
proteins as well. Figure 3d-f present similar binding sites between CACNA1B and CACNA1C, CNR1
and CNR2, PTGER2 and PTGER3, respectively.

2.2.4 Repurposing to GABA receptors and side effect on hERG

GABRA5, as a critical neurotransmitter receptor subtype, plays a significant role in the pharmacological
research of anesthetics [14, 39, 57]. To evaluate the BA of anesthetics for the GABRA5 receptor, we
employed a multi-target prediction strategy to screen anesthetics with potential for repurposing. Our
collected dataset comprises 136 datasets encompassing 183,250 compounds, providing a rich source of
candidates for investigating potential drugs targeting the GABRA5 receptor.

Considering the risk of hERG-related side effects, we utilized ML models to predict the BAs of these
anesthetics to other crucial targets. Specifically, we set a very stringent side effect threshold of -8.18
kcal/mol (Ki=1 µM) to ensure the safety of candidate drugs in clinical applications. If the predicted
BA exceeds the set threshold, the anesthetic is considered to have a lower risk of side effects, thus
qualifying it as a preferred drug for further study. Figures S10, S11, S12, and S13 illustrate the predicted
BAs of the remaining 134 datasets to both GABRA5 and hERG. The yellow frames highlight regions
where compounds may exhibit potential for repurposing as GABRA5 modulators without eliciting hERG
side effects. As observed in these figures, we found that all datasets contain a substantial number of
compounds within these yellow-highlighted regions.

2.3 Druggable property screening
The ADMET properties (Absorption, Distribution, Metabolism, Excretion, and Toxicity) are crucial de-
terminants of a drug’s pharmacokinetics and safety profile [32,38]. Absorption and distribution influence
bioavailability and tissue targeting, while metabolism and excretion determine the drug’s duration of
action and clearance. Toxicity assessment is essential for ensuring the drug’s safety at therapeutic doses.
Early optimization of these properties can reduce late-stage failures and enhance the likelihood of clini-
cal success. Additionally, the hERG channel plays a critical role in evaluating the cardiac safety of new
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Figure 3: Six examples of related predicted BAs illustrate the sequence and structural similarities of proteins. In each example,
the x and y axis of the panel display the predicted BA values for two other proteins. On the right side of the scatter plot, the
3D structural alignment is shown, while the 2D sequence alignment is displayed below. The 3D structures used for alignment
include PDB 7BU7 and 4LDE for ADRB1 and ADRB2 (a), PDB 7VIE and 7T6B for S1PR1 and S1PR2 (b), PDB 6ZFZ,
3UON, and 5DSG for CHRM1, CHRM2, and CHRM4 (c), PDB 7MIX and 8WE6 for CACNA1B and CACNA1C (d), PDB
5U09 and 5ZTY for CNR1 and CNR2 (e), and PDB 7CX2 and 7WU9 for PTGER2 and PTGER3 (f).

drugs, as its inhibition can lead to life-threatening arrhythmias [14]. Assessing hERG activity early in the
drug development process helps identify and mitigate potential cardiotoxicity risks. Prioritizing hERG
screening can reduce the likelihood of late-stage clinical failures and ensure safer therapeutic profiles.

In this section, to identify potential anesthetics, we need to systematically screen the ADMET prop-
erties, synthetic accessibility (SAS), and hERG risk of all datasets. Specifically, we focus on six ADMET
parameters: FDAMDD, T1/2, F20%, log P, log S, and Caco-2. More specifically, FDAMDD (FDA Maxi-
mum Daily Dose) indicates the maximum daily dose of a drug as stipulated by the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration, ensuring the drug is used within a safe dosage range [30]. T1/2 (half-life) represents the
time required for the drug concentration in the body to decrease by half, reflecting the drug’s clearance
rate and duration of action [1]. F20% (bioavailability) denotes the proportion of the drug that enters sys-
temic circulation and exerts its therapeutic effect; for instance, if it is 20%, it means that 20% of the drug
is available in the bloodstream to produce its effect [46]. Additionally, log P (partition coefficient) reflects
the drug’s distribution balance between lipid and aqueous phases (e.g., octanol/water), which is crucial
for evaluating the drug’s lipophilicity and hydrophilicity, influencing its absorption and distribution [3].
Log S (aqueous solubility) indicates the drug’s solubility in water, expressed logarithmically, directly
affecting its absorption and bioavailability in the body [49]. The Caco-2 model, utilizing human colon
adenocarcinoma cells, simulates the drug’s permeability through intestinal epithelial cells, serving as an
essential in vitro model for assessing oral drug absorption [42]. Furthermore, SAS is used to evaluate the
case of synthesizing a compound, which is significant for drug development and optimization.

Based on the aforementioned analysis, we utilized the ADMETlab 2.0 solver for ML predictions
(https://admetmesh.scbdd.com/) [51]. Their documentation outlines optimal ranges for various AD-
MET properties. Additionally, the SAS values were calculated using the Rdkit package [29]. Table S2 in
the Supporting Information presents the optimal ranges for both ADMET properties and SAS. Notably,
a BA value greater than -8.18 kcal/mol is required to minimize hERG side effects. By evaluating AD-
MET properties, SAS, and cross-target prediction tools, we can systematically identify promising lead
compounds.

Figure 4 presents the ADMET screening results for datasets involving GABRA5, SCN9A, CNR1,
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SLC6A3, and SLC6A5. Specifically, GABRA5 encodes the α5 subunit of the GABAA receptor, which is
targeted by benzodiazepines and barbiturates for sedation. SCN9A encodes the Nav1.7 sodium channel,
which plays a crucial role in pain perception and anesthetic analgesia. CNR1 encodes the cannabinoid
receptor type 1, influencing pain and the effects of cannabinoid anesthetics. SLC6A3 and SLC6A5 encode
dopamine and glycine transporters, respectively, which are involved in neurotransmission and anesthetic
mechanisms.
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Figure 4: ADMET properties, SAS, and hERG side effects screening for the datasets of GABRA5, SCN9A, CNR1, SLC6A3,
and SLC6A5. The color of the scatter points represents the experimental BA values of the compounds in each dataset, with
green frames highlighting the optimal range for properties and side effects.

In Figure 4, the four rows display the screening results for eight properties across the five datasets,
with the color of the scatter points representing the experimental BA values of the compounds. The
green frames in each panel delineate the optimal ranges for the pairs of screening properties indicated
on the x-axis and y-axis. Notably, T1/2 and F20% established stricter screening criteria, with only a
small fraction of compounds falling within the green frames. In contrast, the Caco-2 screening encom-
passed approximately half of the compounds, while SAS screening functioned as a relatively loose filter.
Overall, the combined screening of ADMET properties, SAS, and hERG established stringent criteria
for identifying nearly optimal lead compounds.

2.4 Side effect assessment of available anesthetics
Procaine and tetracaine are both local anesthetics used to manage pain through regional nerve blockade
[33]. Procaine, also known by its trade name Novocain, is an ester-type local anesthetic that was
one of the first agents developed for this purpose. It exerts its anesthetic effects by inhibiting nerve
signal transmission; however, its duration of action is relatively short, necessitating the use of adjunct
agents to prolong the anesthetic effect. In contrast, tetracaine is a more potent and longer-lasting ester-
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type local anesthetic compared to procaine. Due to its increased potency and extended duration of
action, tetracaine is often employed in procedures requiring prolonged anesthesia, such as ophthalmic
surgeries or certain dermatological interventions. While both agents share a similar chemical structure
and mechanism of action, their clinical applications are distinguished by differences in efficacy, duration
of action, and potential side effects. Our model predicted that procaine and tetracaine have BAs to
GABRA5 of -10.71 kcal/mol and -10.50 kcal/mol, respectively, indicating that both medications can
effectively bind to GABRA5. Furthermore, we predicted the BA of procaine and tetracaine to hERG
to be -7.34 kcal/mol and -8.02 kcal/mol, respectively, suggesting that they are unlikely to cause hERG-
related side effects. Moreover, procaine is predicted to be effective against CALCR, NTSR1, APLNR,
and SSTR2, with BAs of -12.77, -10.85, -10.63, and -10.61 kcal/mol, respectively. In contrast, tetracaine
shows the highest BA for CALCR, S1PR1, NTSR1, and CCKAR, with values of -13.37, -10.81, -10.79,
and -10.62 kcal/mol, respectively. Notably, CALCR plays a crucial role in calcium and bone metabolism,
and the BA data suggest that procaine and tetracaine may exert certain physiological or pharmacological
effects by influencing the function of CALCR. The side effect discussion of more existing anesthetics can
be found in the Supporting Information S4.

2.5 Nearly optimal lead compounds from screening and repurposing
We aim to discover anesthetics that target GABA receptors through two primary approaches: screening
and repurposing. In these processes, we utilize 136 models to predict cross-target BAs. Beyond addressing
potency, it is essential to meet the optimal ranges for ADMET properties, synthetic accessibility (as
shown in Table S2 of the Supporting Information), and hERG side effects. GABRA5 is a crucial target
for anesthetics, and our goal is to identify promising and effective compounds for this receptor using the
136 datasets as our compound source. For the screening process, we start with potent inhibitors from the
GABRA5 dataset, selecting compounds with an experimental BA value of less than -9.54 kcal/mol. We
then assess additional properties, ensuring that selected molecules exhibit no side effects on the other 134
protein targets and hERG, which means their BA should be greater than -9.54 kcal/mol. Specifically, for
hERG, the BA must exceed -8.18 kcal/mol. In the repurposing process, we evaluate the binding efficacy
of all weak inhibitors from the other 135 datasets against GABRA5. We initiate this evaluation with
compounds having an experimental BA value greater than -9.54 kcal/mol and identify those predicted to
have a BA of less than -9.54 kcal/mol for GABRA5. It is crucial to exclude compounds with side effects
on the other 134 protein targets and hERG during this search. Lastly, all compounds must be screened
for optimal ADMET properties and synthetic accessibility.

Finding compounds that meet all the aforementioned requirements is challenging. Ultimately, we iden-
tified two nearly optimal lead compounds: ChEMBL1372447 from the MCL1 dataset and ChEMBL200482
from the CTSL dataset, for repurposing. The BAs of ChEMBL1372447 and ChEMBL200482 for GABRA5
are -10.81 kcal/mol and -10.40 kcal/mol, respectively, demonstrating strong binding efficacy, and thus pre-
dicting their effectiveness against GABRA5. Their BA for hERG are -6.30 kcal/mol and -7.18 kcal/mol,
respectively, confirming that they do not have side effects on hERG. Additionally, predictions show that
these compounds do not exhibit binding activity or side effects on 122 other proteins and 119 other pro-
teins, respectively. Furthermore, we used the ADMETlab 2.0 prediction solver to evaluate more ADMET
properties of these two molecular compounds. As illustrated in Figures 5a and 5b, these compounds re-
main within the optimal range for these ADMET properties. The meanings and optimal ranges of the
13 ADMET properties are provided in Table S8 of the Supporting Information. Figures 5 c-d show the
chemical graphs and prediction of side effects of these two compounds.

We are also interested in the molecular interactions between these two compounds and the GABRA5
protein structure. To analyze these interactions, we utilized the AutoDock Vina software for protein-
ligand docking [21]. The 3D docking structures and 2D interaction diagrams are shown in Figure 5. The
AutoDock Vina software generated nine docking poses, and nine docking scores were calculated based
on its scoring function. The details of docking between these two compounds with GABRA5 can be
found in Table S9 and S10 of the Supporting Information, respectively. In Figure 5, we have adopted the
pose with the highest affinity (kcal/mol). As can be seen from the figure, hydrogen bonds are formed
between the compounds and the GABRA5 protein. Specifically, compound ChEMBL1372447 forms three
hydrogen bonds with Ser209 (2.98 Å), Thr133 (3.21 Å), and Phe68 (3.23 Å), respectively, while compound
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Figure 5: Further evaluation of additional ADMET properties for the identified repurposable molecular compounds is conducted.
a and c represent the predicted ADMET properties, chemical graph and side effect assessments for compound ChEMBL1372447,
while b and d represent these predictions and graphs for compound ChEMBL200482. In a and b, the boundaries of the yellow
and orange regions respectively highlight the upper and lower limits of the optimal range for ADMET properties. The blue
curves indicate the values of the specified 13 ADMET properties. The predictions shown in a and b are from the ADMETlab 2.0
website (https://admetmesh.scbdd.com/). The 3D docking structures between compunds ChEMBL1372447, ChEMBL200482,
and GABRA5 are shown in e and g. The corresponding 2D interaction diagrams are given in f and h. The PDB ID for
the GABRA5 protein is 8BHG. AutoDock Vina was used for protein-ligand docking, and hydrogen bonds play a crucial role
in binding energy. Abbreviations: MW (Molecular Weight), logP (log of octanol/water partition coefficient), logS (log of the
aqueous solubility), logD (logP at physiological pH 7.4), nHA (Number of hydrogen bond acceptors), nHD (Number of hydrogen
bond donors), TPSA (Topological polar surface area), nRot (Number of rotatable bonds), nRing (Number of rings), MaxRing
(Number of atoms in the biggest ring), nHet (Number of heteroatoms), fChar (Formal charge), and nRig (Number of rigid
bonds).

ChEMBL200482 forms one hydrogen bond with Arg231 (3.10 Å). Moreover, neither compound forms
covalent bonds with the side chains of the GABRA5 protein, indicating that hydrogen bonds play a
significant role in binding energy. Additionally, four medications selected from the DrugBank database
were docked with the 3D structure of the GABRA5 protein, and their 2D interaction diagrams were
analyzed in Figure S15 of the Supporting Information.

2.6 Molecular optimization of existing anesthetics
Molecular optimization of existing anesthetics is of great significance. Through molecular optimization,
the efficacy of anesthetics can be enhanced, achieving better anesthetic effects. Additionally, optimization
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can reduce the side effects caused by anesthetics, thus improving patient safety and comfort. Optimized
anesthetics can possess better pharmacokinetic properties. Furthermore, molecular optimization can help
develop new anesthetics, reducing the risk of drug resistance and ensuring long-term effectiveness. We
collected ADMET properties of some existing anesthetics and found that some anesthetics do not meet
the optimal ADMET range. More concerning, some anesthetics exhibit side effects on hERG. There-
fore, we decided to optimize these anesthetics using the OptADMET online server (https://cadd.nscc-
tj.cn/deploy/optadmet/). OptADMET is the first integrated chemical transformation rules platform that
covers 32 key ADMET properties, offering a variety of attribute rules and providing valuable experience
for the optimization of lead compounds [53].

As shown in Figure 6, for the anesthetic propofol, its BA to GABRA5 is -10.33 kcal/mol, and to
hERG is -7.92 kcal/mol. However, its log P and log D values are 3.57 and 3.67, not within the respective
optimal ADMET range 0-3 and 1-3. Therefore, we optimized these properties. The new molecules in
Figures 6b and 6c have BAs to GABRA5 of -11.17 kcal/mol and -10.49 kcal/mol, respectively, showing
good BA and suitability for anesthesia. Their BAs to hERG are -7.40 and -7.64 kcal/mol, indicating
no side effects on hERG. Furthermore, their log P values are 1.97 and 1.37, and log D values are 1.98
and 1.55, respectively, all within the optimal ADMET range. Importantly, their SAS values are 2.73 and
2.92, indicating they are relatively easy to synthesize. For the anesthetic cinchocaine, we found it has
side effects on hERG, with a BA of -8.35 kcal/mol. Its log P is 4.22, and log D is 3.74, both exceeding
the optimal range. Therefore, we optimized log P, log D, and hERG properties. The new molecules in
Figures 6e and 6f have BAs to GABRA5 of -10.74 and -10.30 kcal/mol. More importantly, their BAs to
hERG are -7.54 and -7.43 kcal/mol, indicating no side effects on hERG. The optimized log P values are
2.46 and 2.19, and log D values are 2.45 and 1.75, respectively, all within the optimal ADMET range.
The SAS values confirm they are easy to synthesize. Hence, through molecular optimization, common
anesthetics can achieve better pharmacokinetic properties and reduced side effects.

2.7 Machine-learning repurposing of DrugBank compounds for anes-
thetics
Drug repurposing refers to the research strategy of investigating drugs that have already been marketed,
are under development, or whose development has been discontinued, for new therapeutic applications.
This approach can reduce the failure rate and cost of drug development, while potentially revealing new
targets and therapeutic pathways. In our study, we collected 11,906 drugs from the DrugBank database
and predicted their binding affinities for GABRA5 and hERG. Table S11 of the Supporting Information
presents the 15 FDA-approved drugs from DrugBank with the highest binding affinities. Our ML model
predicts that these compounds are effective against the GABRA5 receptor while exhibiting no adverse
effects on hERG. Among these drugs, Chloramphenicol is a broad-spectrum antibiotic known for its
effectiveness against various severe bacterial infections. Darolutamide, a non-steroidal androgen receptor
antagonist, is utilized in treating non-metastatic, castration-resistant prostate cancer. Maribavir serves
as an inhibitor of the cytomegalovirus (CMV) pUL97 kinase, and it is prescribed for treating refractory
CMV infections, particularly in post-transplant patients. Upadacitinib, an oral inhibitor that selectively
targets Janus kinase (JAK) 1, is used for managing conditions such as moderate to severe rheumatoid
arthritis, psoriatic arthritis, ankylosing spondylitis, and severe atopic dermatitis. We predicted the
binding affinities of these four drugs to GABRA5 to be -11.94, -11.92, -11.68, and -11.66 kcal/mol,
respectively. Hence, these drugs have the potential to be repurposed as anesthetics.

We are also interested in the molecular interactions between these drugs and the GABRA5 protein
structure. We used the AutoDock Vina software to perform protein-ligand docking and analyze these
interactions. Nine docking poses were generated using AutoDock Vina, and we adopted the pose with
the highest affinity (kcal/mol) in our illustrations. Figure S15a, S15c, S15e, and S15g of the Supporting
Information are the docking structures of these four drugs bound to GABRA5, respectively, and Table
S12, S13, S14, and S15 of the Supporting Information are the details of docking between these four
drugs and GABRA5 by AutoDock Vina. For the 2D interaction diagrams of the four drugs, as shown
in Figure S15b, Chloramphenicol forms two hydrogen bonds with Thr133 (2.81 Å) and Ser209 (2.87 Å),
respectively. In Figure S15d, Darolutamide forms two hydrogen bonds with Asp187 (2.91 Å) and Lys159
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Figure 6: Two anesthetics and their newly optimized molecules, with ADMET profile charts below each molecule. a: Anesthetic
propofol and its related properties. b and c: Two optimized molecules of propofol. d: Anesthetic cinchocaine and its related
properties. e and f: Two optimized molecules of cinchocaine.

(2.80 Å). Maribavir forms three hydrogen bonds with Phe68 (3.07 Å), Ser209 (2.67 Å), and Asp47 (2.99
Å), along with two hydrogen bonds with Thr133 at distances of 3.12 Å and 2.74 Å, and Upadacitinib forms
one hydrogen bond with Ser279 (3.34 Å) shown in Figure S15f and S15h, respectively. These molecular
interactions further validate our predictions. In addition, the remaining 11 drugs listed in Table S11
of the Supporting Information also demonstrate high binding affinities for GABRA5, suggesting their
potential for repurposing as anesthetics.

2.8 Discussion
Anesthesia and anesthetic agents are crucial in the medical field, alleviating pain during surgical pro-
cedures and ensuring successful outcomes. However, existing anesthetics have limitations, including
significant side effects, individual variability, and challenges in controlling their effects. Each year, nu-
merous cases of patient mortality arise from anesthesia-related complications globally, and managing
anesthetics imposes a substantial economic burden on medical institutions. To enhance safety and re-
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duce risks, pharmaceutical companies and researchers are working to develop new anesthetic agents.
Although progress has been made, it remains relatively slow, highlighting the need for more targeted
anesthetic agents tailored to different surgeries and patient groups.

Based on protein-protein interaction networks, we developed a corresponding drug-target interaction
network and identified two lead compounds for new anesthetic design by proteomic learning. To further
validate the anesthetic potential and safety of these compounds, we will carry out a series of animal
experiments to determine their agonist or antagonist properties in the future. Concurrently, we will assess
the toxicological characteristics and blood-brain barrier permeability of these compounds through in vitro
experiments and animal models. Our generative network module will also be employed to continuously
generate new candidate drugs and predict their side effects, thereby accelerating the development process
of novel anesthetic agents [13, 18]. This research not only provides new insights into the innovation of
anesthetic agents but also offers more safe and effective treatment options for clinical anesthesia.

Despite the increasing application of machine learning (ML) techniques in anesthetic drug discovery,
these methods still face intrinsic challenges and limitations. The complexity of anesthesia itself presents
significant obstacles to the advancement of new anesthetics. One major issue is the scarcity of special-
ized datasets tailored for anesthetic drug research, compounded by the fact that the exact mechanisms
underlying anesthesia remain poorly understood. This creates additional barriers to the development of
novel drugs.

It is also important to highlight the rapid advancements in large language models (LLMs), like Chat-
GPT, which have recently achieved remarkable breakthroughs and drawn significant attention. LLMs
have shown substantial promise in bioinformatics and drug discovery tasks, offering new possibilities in
these areas. Furthermore, the rapid evolution of proteomics has opened new research pathways in anes-
thesia by investigating drug mechanisms, identifying personalized treatment biomarkers, and assessing
drug safety.

Looking ahead, integrating LLMs with proteomic technologies could potentially revolutionize the field
by enabling the personalization of anesthesia, intensive care, and pain management for individual patients.
Such integration could also complement pharmacogenetic approaches to optimizing drug therapies.

3 Methods

3.1 Datasets
All datasets were collected from the ChEMBL database (https://www.ebi.ac.uk/chembl/), which is used
to study proteins within the GABA receptor network [19]. The ChEMBL database is a widely used
repository of bioactive compound information, developed and maintained by the European Bioinformat-
ics Institute (EMBL-EBI). It provides a wealth of data on drug chemistry and bioactivity, including
compound structures, targets, mechanisms of action, pharmacokinetic properties, and toxicity informa-
tion. Since ML training requires a sufficient number of data points, we set the minimum data size at 250,
ultimately resulting in 136 datasets. The metrics for these datasets are IC50 and Ki. IC50 (half-maximal
inhibitory concentration) refers to the concentration of a compound needed to inhibit a specific biological
process or enzyme activity by half. Ki (inhibition constant) measures the binding strength of an inhibitor
to an enzyme or receptor, with a lower Ki indicating a higher BA. IC50 can be approximately converted
to Ki using the formula Ki=IC50/2 [24]. Subsequently, using these metrics, we calculate BA with the
formula BA=1.3633× log10 Ki (kcal/mol) to build ML models. Additionally, since blocking the hERG
channel can lead to fatal arrhythmias, it is crucial to avoid hERG-related side effects. Therefore, we
also collected datasets of hERG inhibitors. Detailed information about all datasets can be found in the
Supporting Information.

3.2 Molecular embeddings
In this study, we collected 136 datasets where molecular representations are provided as 2D SMILES
strings. SMILES, using ASCII strings, precisely depict molecular structures including atoms, bonds, and
cyclic formations, simplifying input and representation of complex molecules. Consequently, two forms
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of molecular fingerprints were generated using pre-trained models based on natural language processing
(NLP) algorithms, specifically bidirectional encoder transformers [4,5] and sequence-to-sequence autoen-
coders [50]. These models encode the 2D SMILES strings of compounds into latent embedding vectors
of length 512, thus producing 512-dimensional features. We denote the fingerprints derived from the
transformer and autoencoder models as BET-FP and AE-FP, respectively.

3.2.1 Bidirectional encoder transformer

In recent years, Chen et al. developed a self-supervised learning (SSL) platform to pre-train deep learning
networks on millions of unlabeled molecular data [4, 5]. The platform utilizes the Bidirectional Encoder
Transformer (BET) model, leveraging attention mechanisms for effective molecular representation learn-
ing. Unlike traditional encoder-decoder frameworks, the SSL platform solely employs the encoder network
to encode SMILES strings, thereby simplifying the model architecture [22,23].

Prior to the commencement of training, the SMILES strings undergo preprocessing. Each symbol in
the SMILES string is treated as a constituent part, amounting to a total of 51 symbols. The SMILES
strings serve as the model’s input, with a maximum length requirement of 256. To facilitate model
processing, special symbols ′⟨s⟩′ and ′⟨\s⟩′ are appended at the beginning and end of the SMILES
strings, respectively. If the length of a SMILES string is less than 256, the ′⟨pad⟩′ symbol is used for
padding.

To enable self-supervised learning, data masking is applied to the SMILES strings. A random subset
of 15% of the symbols in all SMILES strings is selected for manipulation, with 80% being masked, 10%
remaining unchanged, and the remaining 10% being randomly replaced. This masking strategy effectively
simulates unlabeled data and guides the model in learning molecular representations.

The BET model consists of eight bidirectional encoder layers, each containing a multi-head self-
attention layer followed by a fully connected feed-forward neural network. The self-attention layer com-
prises 8 heads, each with an embedding dimension of 512. The Adam optimizer is utilized for model
training, and a weight decay strategy is applied. The loss function is defined as cross-entropy, which
measures the discrepancy between the model’s predicted values and the true values.

The average embedding vector of all valid symbols within a SMILES string is computed, resulting in
a final molecular embedding matrix. Each SMILES string corresponds to a 256-dimensional embedding
vector, representing the molecule’s fingerprint. To evaluate the performance of the pre-trained model on
various datasets, SMILES strings from the ChEMBL database are employed for pre-training, yielding a
pre-trained model. The experimental results demonstrate that this model effectively generates molecular
fingerprints with strong predictive capabilities and is suitable for downstream tasks.

3.2.2 Sequence-to-sequence auto-encoder

Winter and colleagues have developed a novel unsupervised deep learning approach aimed at extracting
implicit chemical information from SMILES molecular structure representations [50]. The core of this
method is a sequence-to-sequence autoencoder that is capable of translating one molecular representa-
tion form into another, compressing the complete description of the chemical structure into the latent
representation between the encoder and decoder. When translated into another semantically equivalent
but syntactically distinct molecular representation, the model extracts physicochemical information em-
bedded within the molecular representation. This model is trained on a large-scale dataset of chemical
structures, allowing for the extraction of molecular descriptors for query structures without the need for
retraining or incorporating labels.

The translation model consists of an encoder and decoder network. The encoder takes a molecular
structure representation (e.g., SMILES) as input and encodes it into a low-dimensional continuous vector
representation, known as the latent space representation. The encoder can employ either convolutional
neural network (CNN) or recurrent neural network (RNN) architectures, followed by a fully connected
layer that maps the output to the latent space. The decoder, on the other hand, takes the latent
space representation as input and generates another molecular structure representation (e.g., InChI).
The decoder utilizes an RNN architecture, with its cell states initialized by an individual fully connected
layer for each layer in the RNN. To further encourage the model to learn more meaningful molecular
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representations, an additional classification model can be incorporated. This model takes the latent
space representation as input and predicts molecular properties that can be directly inferred from the
molecular structure.

The translation model was trained on approximately 72 million molecular compounds from the ZINC
and PubChem databases. The compounds underwent preprocessing to filter out those that meet various
criteria, including molecular weight, number of heavy atoms, partition coefficient, and other properties.
After extensive training on the preprocessed dataset, the resulting translation model generates embedding
vectors that serve as molecular fingerprints.

3.3 Machine-learning models
In constructing ML models, we have employed three ML algorithms, namely Gradient Boosting Decision
Tree (GBDT), Support Vector Machine (SVM), and Random Forest (RF) [10, 11, 17]. GBDT is an
algorithm based on ensemble learning technology that enhances the predictive performance of the model
by constructing multiple decision trees and combining their predictive results. The core concept is to use
the gradient descent algorithm to optimize the loss function, thereby progressively learning the weights
of each decision tree. The GBDT model is capable of capturing the nonlinear relationships within the
data and exhibits high generalization capability.

SVM, on the other hand, is a classical supervised learning algorithm that classifies data by finding the
hyperplane with the maximum margin. The SVM model is effective in handling high-dimensional data
and possesses strong generalization ability. Moreover, SVM can address nonlinear problems through the
use of kernel functions, enabling it to manage more complex datasets.

RF, similar to GBDT, is an algorithm rooted in ensemble learning technology that boosts the model’s
predictive performance by constructing multiple decision trees and integrating their predictions. However,
unlike GBDT, RF randomly selects a subset of features and samples when building each decision tree.
This approach allows RF to better capture the intricate relationships within the data and reduces the
risk of overfitting. The RF model is known for its robustness and generalization ability, and it is widely
applied across various classification and regression tasks.

In total, we have gathered 136 datasets, each containing no fewer than 250 data points. As detailed
in Table S4 of the Supporting Information, following a comparative analysis of the three models, it is
recommended to utilize the SVM algorithm for constructing models for these datasets. As previously
mentioned, two types of molecular fingerprints BET-FP and AE-FP were employed to represent the
compounds. Our ML models were developed by integrating these molecular fingerprints with the GBDT
algorithm. We have established a total of 136 ligand-based ML models for the 136 datasets. For each
dataset, two separate models were constructed by pairing BET-FP and AE-FP with the SVM algorithm,
respectively, and the average prediction of the two individual models was taken as our final BA prediction.
Typically, this averaged or consensus approach yields predictions that outperform those of individual
models. To mitigate the impact of randomness, each individual SVM model was trained ten times with
different random seeds. The average of the ten predictions was adopted as the final result for each model.
In Table S1 of the Supporting Information, we include the Pearson correlation coefficients from ten fold
cross-validation used for modeling the 136 datasets.

4 Conclusion
The GABA receptor serves as a pivotal target for anesthetic agents, playing a crucial role in modulating
neurotransmitter balance and inducing anesthetic effects. The development of new anesthetic agents
necessitates a deep understanding of the complex interactions between drugs and the GABA receptor. In
this study, we introduce a proteomic learning strategy to explore potential candidates for novel anesthetic
agents based on 24 anesthesia related GABA receptors. We consider 4824 targets within 24 protein-
protein interaction (PPI) networks and 1504529 known binding compounds from ChEMBL database,
and curate 980 unique targets. Through the data selection conditions that the inhibitor compound
should be homo sapiens and single protein, as well as the minimal training number 250 to ensure the
reliable prediction, we construct the corresponding drug-target network (DTI) and ultimately identify
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136 targets as side effect targets with a total of 183250 inhibitor compounds to screen potential lead
compounds for novel anesthetic design.

In the realm of anesthesiology, our ML platform offers a new strategy for discovering potential anes-
thetic agents. This innovative approach has the capacity to be broadly applied to research on various
conditions that impact the nervous system. With the continuous refinement of our knowledge about the
mechanisms of anesthesia and the ongoing quest for safer and more effective anesthetic treatments, our
platform is poised to tackle the significant challenges faced in the field of anesthesia. By leveraging this
technology, we can not only enhance the development of new anesthetic compounds but also contribute
to the improvement of patient outcomes and the reduction of anesthesia-related risks, thereby addressing
critical public health concerns associated with anesthesia and perioperative care.
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