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Abstract

The abundance of complex and interconnected healthcare data offers numerous opportunities to improve prediction,
diagnosis, and treatment. Graph-structured data, which includes entities and their relationships, is well-suited for
capturing complex connections. Effectively utilizing this data often requires strong and efficient learning algorithms,
especially when dealing with limited labeled data. It is increasingly important for downstream tasks in various
domains to utilize self-supervised learning (SSL) as a paradigm for learning and optimizing effective representations
from unlabeled data. In this paper, we thoroughly review SSL approaches specifically designed for graph-structured
data in healthcare applications. We explore the challenges and opportunities associated with healthcare data
and assess the effectiveness of SSL techniques in real-world healthcare applications. Our discussion encompasses
various healthcare settings, such as disease prediction, medical image analysis, and drug discovery. We critically
evaluate the performance of different SSL methods across these tasks, highlighting their strengths, limitations, and
potential future research directions. Ultimately, this review aims to be a valuable resource for both researchers and
practitioners looking to utilize SSL for graph-structured data in healthcare, paving the way for improved outcomes
and insights in this critical field. To the best of our knowledge, this work represents the first comprehensive review
of the literature on SSL applied to graph data in healthcare.

Keywords: Self-Supervised Learning, Healthcare applications, Graph representation learning, Disease diagnosis,
Medical imaging, Drug discovery

1. Introduction

Integrating Artificial Intelligence (AI) into healthcare represents a pivotal evolution in developing smart health-
care services, fueled by the rapid rise of the Internet of Things (IoT) and big data analytic [1, 2]. These technologies
have attracted enormous worldwide attention. They promote the foundation of smart services by using advanced
data collection, processing, communication, networking, and computing technologies. This development improves
existing healthcare systems and paves the path for innovative, more efficient, and robust healthcare solutions.

Building on this technological foundation, researchers increasingly focus on the untapped potential of graph-
structured data within the healthcare sector [3]. Graphs represent various interconnected data types prevalent in
healthcare, such as genes, molecules, neurons, and patient records. By applying Deep Learning (DL) techniques
to these complex datasets, they can train predictive models capable of uncovering groundbreaking insights that
conventional data structures may fail to reveal. This advancement in utilizing graph-based analytics underscores a
significant trend where AI not only enhances current systems but also innovates new approaches to solve complex
medical challenges.

Expanding upon these innovations, the combination of Self-Supervised Learning (SSL) and graph learning has
become a significant breakthrough in developing smart healthcare. SSL, a learning paradigm that gets insights from
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data without requiring explicit labeling, adds to the huge unstructured datasets that are common in healthcare.
Graph learning, specifically Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), excels in modeling the complex connections and
interdependencies inherent in healthcare data, such as patient histories, illness trends, and treatment results [4]. SSL
and graph learning, when combined, open up new directions in healthcare analytics, improving the capacity to draw
relevant insights and enhance decision-making in smart healthcare environments. These models can extract useful
insights by anticipating missing parts or features inside a healthcare graph, assisting in patient similarity analysis,
illness progression modeling, and medication development. These techniques not only exploit the complexity of
healthcare data but also mitigate the challenges associated with the medical field’s scarcity of labeled datasets. Data
privacy is a significant challenge in this sector, which limits the availability of comprehensive datasets for training
purposes. SSL and GNNs provide privacy-preserving mechanisms by reducing dependence on labeled data. This
approach minimizes the need for sensitive patient information to be exposed. SSL enables pre-training on unlabeled
data, allowing anonymized datasets to be used effectively. In this context, Figure 1 showcases the growing attention
towards graph learning and SSL. This increasing attention highlights the significance of these methodologies, which
can transform data privacy challenges into opportunities for innovation and enhanced predictive accuracy.

Figure 1: The number of Google searches for the terms Graph Learning and SSL from 2020 to 2024, according to Google trends.

In this comprehensive review, we examine the SSL and graph learning approaches in depth, particularly focusing
on their applications and advancements in smart healthcare. We explore how these technologies are changing
healthcare by boosting data analysis, increasing diagnostic accuracy, and customizing patient care. Our objective
is to comprehensively understand these technologies, explaining their groundbreaking impact on smart healthcare
and highlighting their potential for future advancements in this rapidly expanding field.

1.1. Related Works

SSL has attracted much attention across various domains, particularly in the field of healthcare. Many re-
searchers have been motivated by this rise in interest to carry out in-depth studies that review how SSL can
improve healthcare systems. These surveys examine different aspects of SSL implementation, providing details
about its theoretical foundations and real-world applications. This section investigates relevant surveys covering
SSL use in healthcare and others covering Graph SSL. By thoroughly comparing these existing reviews and our
work, we aim to clearly underscore the novel insights and significant contributions our survey introduces to the
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ongoing research about SSL and graph-structured data in healthcare applications. Table 1 provides an overview of
all identified surveys published from 2020 to 2024. These include comprehensive surveys, which provide an in-depth
overview of a specific area, and systematic surveys, which follow a structured approach to analyze studies using
clearly defined criteria.

Most recently, in 2024, several pivotal studies have highlighted the advancements and potential of SSL in
healthcare [5, 6, 7, 8]. These works emphasize SSL as a medical data analysis tool covering the whole spectrum.
As well as shedding light on how SSL research is currently being conducted, they discuss primary methodologies,
applications, and challenges that are being encountered. They also highlight future directions and unresolved
concerns.

Liu et al. [6] describe the fundamental principles of SSL and summarized their applications in cardiac, abdomen,
and brain magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) segmentation. An extensive list of publicly available MRI segmenta-
tion datasets, along with the available online algorithms, is also presented in their review. A range of recent studies
spanning modalities, datasets, and methods was reviewed in [7] that explored self-supervised pre-training’s impact
on radiological imaging diagnostic tasks, including X-ray, CT, MRI, and ultrasound. The surveys offer valuable
insights. However, they do not explore the integration of graph-based methodologies with SSL to address challenges
such as patient similarity analysis or drug discovery.

Works in [9, 10, 11] present a deep examination of the use of SSL in medical applications. They focus on several
SSL methodologies used in medical imaging and outline the advancements in SSL techniques to enhance medical
smart services without needing extensively labeled data.

Shurrab et al. [11] review the state-of-the-art SSL approaches that are adapted and implemented in medical
imaging. They categorize SSL approaches into predictive, generative, and contrastive methods, detailing how each
method works and its application for medical imaging. They also summarize the case studies implemented in
real-world imaging tasks and focus on their effectiveness in enhancing the performance of medical analysis systems.

Additionally, in an earlier work, Chowdhury et al. [12] offer a comprehensive review of SSL methodologies and
their specific applications in the medical field. They categorize and explain different SSL approaches and report the
medical applications covering the period from 2014 to 2020. All these surveys focus on SSL applications in medical
imaging, such as classification and segmentation tasks. However, they do not address the use of graph-structured
data or the potential of graph-based SSL methodologies in healthcare.

Expanding the focus to graph-based applications, Lu et al. [13] provides a detailed exploration of graph machine
learning (ML) methods applied to predicting diseases through the use of electronic health data (EHD). They cate-
gorize and explain different graph ML approaches and discuss their current challenges and opportunities. However,
this work does not delve into the nuanced interplay between graph ML and the emerging paradigm of SSL. The
discussion focuses more on graph-based methodologies, and it doesn’t go into how SSL could make graph ML better
at solving certain healthcare problems.

Exploring the role of graph-based methodologies for SSL, the surveys in [14, 15] provide a systematic review
for a comprehensive understanding of the existent approaches in graph SSL. The papers introduce various SSL
techniques specifically designed for graph data and categorize them into four main groups: generation, auxiliary
property, contrast, and hybrid-based methods. Moreover, Liu et al. [16] explore different SSL methods, particularly
generative and contrastive approaches. They discuss their applications, advantages, and challenges in different ML
domains. They highlight the SSL evolution and its importance as an alternative to supervised learning due to its
efficiency in using unlabeled data. They also discuss open problems in SSL, such as the design of effective pretext
tasks, and outline future research directions to enhance the applicability of SSL methods. Lastly, Jaiswal et al.
[17] present a comprehensive overview of contrastive SSL techniques and their effectiveness across various domains.
They mainly focus on their applications in computer vision and NLP, highlighting how these methods use unlabeled
data to extract useful representations and reduce the reliance on large labeled datasets. These works categorize SSL
techniques for graph data into various approaches but do not discuss their potential in solving healthcare problems.
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Conversely, the survey of Wang et al. [18] has centered on medical imaging, specifically examining the adaptation
of cutting-edge contrastive SSL algorithms, initially conceived for natural images. They conclude by delving into
recent developments, existing limitations, and potential avenues for future research in the application of contrastive
SSL to the medical field.

The reviewed literature in the previous subsection showcases the importance of SSL as an innovative approach
for improving data analytics across various domains, particularly in medical imaging and graph-based applications.
The surveys on SSL in healthcare underline the importance of the transition from traditional supervised learning
to SSL due to the privacy, high cost, and effort of labeling large datasets. They highlight SSL’s ability to employ
unlabeled data, which is plentiful in healthcare, for training models that achieve the same level of accuracy as
those trained with supervised methods. Specific reviews focus on medical imaging, a critical area within healthcare
AI, to underscore SSL’s effective use in overcoming data annotation challenges. On the other hand, graph SSL
surveys explore various methodologies, such as generation-based, contrast-based, and hybrid approaches, tailored
specifically for graph data. They offer comprehensive insights into how these methods can be adapted to different
applications, providing a deeper understanding of data. Although some research investigates the use of SSL in
healthcare, there is a gap in the thorough examination of SSL methods within graph-structured data frameworks.
This gap includes a lack of detailed exploration into their practical application, key benefits, and possible constraints
within varied use cases. Our study makes a significant contribution to the field by introducing a comprehensive
review that addresses these shortcomings. It presents and elaborates on the concept of SSL for graph-structured
data in healthcare contexts. Differing from other studies, this review encompasses a broad spectrum of research,
provides new insights, and highlights the transformative impact of SSL in this critical area.

1.2. Purpose and Contribution of the Review

This work aims to comprehensively assess and analyze previously published research on SSL applications in
graph-structured data, particularly in healthcare. As SSL and GNN evolve within the healthcare domain, a com-
prehensive repository that compiles the work from these diverse aspects is necessary. The significant contributions
of the presented review are illustrated in the following:

• As far as we know, this study is the first survey to thoroughly compare graph-based SSL methods used in the
healthcare sector.

• An outline of the graph-based models in healthcare, their types, applicability, and performances is provided.

• A review of the most commonly used GNN architectures for healthcare in the literature is presented, mathe-
matically defined, and systematically compared.

• The graph-based SSL methods are outlined with a comprehensive overview, detailing their categories and
strategies of training.

• The various applications of SSL in graphs for healthcare are thoroughly reviewed, compared, and analyzed to
derive insights and identify trends.

• The publicly available datasets and the used evaluation metrics for graph-structured data applied for health-
care applications are highlighted.

• The challenges, limitations, and future research directions for graph-based SSL healthcare architectures are
discussed.
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Table 1: Comparative analysis of previous surveys

Survey Journal Methodology Domain Main purpose Limitations

Rani et al.
[5] 2024

Evolving
Systems

Comprehensive
SSL for
Medical
imaging

Analyze recent research for medical image
diagnosis tasks, focusing on studies com-
paring SSL pre-training to fully supervised
learning

Identify only articles providing
evidence of SSL pre-training im-
pact on radiology diagnosis.

Liu et al.
[6] 2024

NMR in
Biomedicine

Comprehensive
SSL for
MRI

Examine existent approaches for MRI seg-
mentation with focus on unlabeled data

Limited to MRI; Do not focus on
SSL

VenBerlo et al.
[7] 2024

BMC
Medical
Imaging

Comprehensive
SSL for
medical
imaging

Cover many aspects of SSL in medical im-
age analysis

Do not mention graph-
structured data

Pani et al.
[8] 2024

Multimedia
tools and
applications

Comprehensive
SSL for
Medical
imaging

Examine the application of SSL-based
computational techniques in medical image
analysis and explore the advantages and
limitations of these methods

Limited to image analysis; Do
not mention graph-structured
data

Huang et al.
[9] 2023

NPJ Digital
Medicine

Systematic
SSL for
medical
imaging

Provide a systematic analysis of prior re-
search that apply SSL to medical imaging
classification

Consider papers published after
2012, limiting to medical im-
age classification and excluding
graph data.

Krishan et al.
[10] 2022

Nature
Biomedical
Engineering

Comprehensive

SSL in
Medicine
and
healthcare

Review SSL strategies and demonstrate
their role in enhancing medical services

Do not cover the use of graphs;
Do not compare to previous
studies

Shurrab et al.
[11]2022

PeerJ Computer
Science

Comprehensive SSL in
medical
imaging
analysis

Review state-of-the-art SSL approaches
in medical imaging analysis, categorizing
them into predictive, generative, and con-
trastive methods.

Focus on computer vision meth-
ods; Underrepresentation of rela-
tional learning

Chowdhury
et al.
[12] 2021

Informatics Systematic
SSL in
Medicine

Review and highlight the ability of SSL to
leverage the abundant unlabeled data in
medicine, therefore reducing the reliance
on costly labeled datasets

Consider studies from 2014 to
2020; Did not cover the use of
graph data

Lu et al.
[13] 2023

MDPI Comprehensive
Disease
prediction

Present a thorough literature review of
studies that utilized graph ML for disease
prediction using EHD.

Consider studies from 2015 to
2022; Do not cover the use of
SSL; Limited to disease predic-
tion using EHD

Liu et al.
[14] 2022

IEEE
Transactions on
Knowledge
and Data
Engineering

Comprehensive Graph
SSL

Examine SSL techniques applied to graphs
and organize them by creating a classifi-
cation system with 4 groups: generation,
auxiliary property, contrast, and hybrid
base approaches

Do not mention healthcare appli-
cations

Yaochen et al.
[15] 2022

IEEE
Transactions on
Pattern analysis
and Machine
Intelligence

Comprehensive
SSL
on graphs

Propose a unified framework for analyz-
ing SSL methods on graphs by categorizing
these methods into two main approaches:
contrastive and predictive, then compare
them.

Do not mention healthcare appli-
cations

Liu et al.
[16] 2021

IEEE
Transactions
on Knowledge
and Data
Engineering

Comprehensive SSL

Review the current state of SSL, compare
generative and contrastive methods, and
identify effective strategies for implement-
ing SSL in different domains

Do not mention healthcare appli-
cations; Do not focus on graph-
structured data

Jaiswal et al.
[17] 2020

Technologies Comprehensive SSL
Provide a review of contrastive SSL meth-
ods and its applications in computer vision
and natural language processing

Focus only on contrastive SSL;
Did not mention healthcare ap-
plications; Did not focus on
graph structure

Wang et al.
[18] 2023

Machine
Intelligence
Research

Comprehensive
SSL in
Medicine

Investigate the applicability of advanced
contrastive SSL algorithms, successful with
natural images, to the domain of medical
imaging

Focus only on contrastive SSL;
Do not consider graph data
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1.3. Structure of the Paper

The rest of this survey is structured as follows. Section 2 covers the main graph-based models in healthcare.
Section 3 gives an overview of graph SSL. Section 4 discusses the applications of graph-based SSL in the healthcare
domain. Section 5 classifies the used medical benchmark datasets and presents the metrics used to evaluate and
compare the existing approaches. Sections 6 and 7 provide the open issues and future directions. Finally, Section
8 wraps up the paper. A diagram of the survey structure is illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Visual overview of the paper structure depicting key sections and subsections.
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2. Graph-based Models in Healthcare

The graph-based models have been proposed as an effective analysis and prediction tool for enhancing healthcare
applications. They have a strong ability to capture complex dependencies and interactions within medical data
by modeling relationships between data entities as graph edges. This section will review the foundational GNN
architecture and its variants proposed in the literature, including GCNs, GraphSAGE, GATs, and GAEs. Then we
will review the applications of these models in healthcare.

2.1. Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)

GNNs, introduced by Gori et al. [19], present an important advancement for neural networks, specifically tailored
to process graph-structured data. They have lately garnered significant attention for their potential to revolutionize
healthcare [13, 20]. Graphs are mathematical structures that include nodes and edges, representing connections, to
model relationships in different domains. GNNs extend traditional neural networks by incorporating information
about the complex connections between nodes which makes them highly adept at tasks involving relational data.
In the field of healthcare research, where data is inherently interconnected and relational, GNNs offer a powerful
tool for extracting meaningful insights. One of the main strengths is their ability to model complex relationships.
They are well-suited for applications in healthcare analytics, drug discovery, and personalized medicine. The typical
GNN architecture is depicted in Figure 3.

Figure 3: A general GNN architecture.

While GNNs have shown good performance in dealing with graph-structured data, they have several drawbacks
[21]. A major drawback is the computational cost involved with the model’s hierarchical feature-extraction tech-
nique. In each iteration of this approach, the same parameters are used as the network transfers information from
neighboring nodes through a neural network, eventually reaching a stable fixed state to acquire the node’s repre-
sentation. This iterative procedure, especially for big networks, can be computationally intensive. Furthermore,
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the GNN model fails to describe important features on the graph’s edges. The inability to collect edge features
correctly restricts the model’s to extract complicated relationships from data.

Different GNN architectures have been developed to address the limitations of conventional GNNs. Each ar-
chitecture introduces special mechanisms to enhance the model’s performance in specific aspects. The following
review the main GNN architectures adapted for healthcare applications. A comparative overview of different GNN
architectures is depicted in Table 2.

2.1.1. Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs)

GCNs are a class of GNN, introduced by Kipf et al. [22], and designed to learn from graph-structured data.
The fundamental idea of GCNs is to extend the concept of convolutional processes from regular grids to irregular
graph structures. In standard Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs), filters slide over a regular grid of pixels to
capture local patterns and hierarchical features. However, graph-structured data lacks a fixed grid which makes it
challenging to apply convolutional operations directly. GCNs address this challenge by defining a localized convo-
lutional operation for each node in the graph. The convolutional operation aggregates information from a node’s
neighbors, allowing the model to capture the structural relationships within the graph. The propagation rule in a
GCN layer can be expressed mathematically as:

h
(l+1)
i = σ

 ∑
j∈N (i)

1

cij
W (l)h

(l)
j

 (1)

where i represents the target node, Ni denotes the set of neighbors of node i, hl
i is the node i representation at

layer l, W l is the layer weight matrix, and cij is a normalization factor for the varying numbers of neighbors.
The graph convolution operation is carried iteratively across different layers, enabling the model to capture

increasingly complex relationships and higher-order dependencies in the graph.
Therefore, GCNs address the limitations of conventional GNNs by introducing localized feature learning, which

focuses on aggregating information from neighboring nodes to enable efficient feature extraction. Additionally, they
simplify training by using shared weight matrices across layers. Despite these advantages, GCNs face challenges
such as limited receptive fields, over-smoothing in deeper layers, and an inability to explicitly model edge features.

2.1.2. Graph Sample and Aggregation (GraphSAGE)

GraphSAGE is a GNN architecture proposed by Hamilton et al. in [23], designed to be scalable for large graphs.
It is intended to learn node embeddings by sampling and aggregating information from a graph’s local neighbors.
The main concept is to use inductive learning to allow the model to be generalized to nodes not included during
training. GraphSage is made up of two components: the embedding generation procedure (forward propagation)
and the parameter learning process. The GraphSAGE embedding generation method iteratively traverses several
search depths, allowing nodes to progressively gather information from their local surroundings. The representation
update for node v at each depth k in the GraphSAGE model is captured by the following equation:

h(k)
v = σ

(
Wk · CONCAT

(
h(k−1)
v , AGGREGATEk

(
{h(k−1)

u ,∀u ∈ N(v)}
)))

(2)

where h
(k)
v represents the node v at depth k, incorporating information from the previous representation and

the aggregated neighborhood information, σ is the non-linear activation function that introduces non-linearity
to the model, Wk presents the learnable weight matrix associated with depth k, CONCAT is the concatenation

operation, combining the previous node representation h
(k−1)
v with the aggregated neighborhood information, N(v)

is the set of neighbors of the node v, and AGGREGATEk, is the differentiable aggregator function, responsible
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for combining information from neighboring nodes. the aggregation function can be either mean, long short-term
memory (LSTM), or pooling aggregator.

The GraphSAGE embedding generation equation encapsulates the iterative process through which node repre-
sentations evolve. This allows the model to capture complex relationships and dependencies within the graph. The
dynamic updating mechanism enables GraphSAGE to generate expressive embeddings for nodes in a scalable and
inductive manner.

2.1.3. Graph Attention Networks(GATs)

In 2018, GATs have been proposed by Velickovic et al. [24] They are a class of GNN that handle some of
the shortcomings of classic GNNs, especially in the capture of complicated connections and the management of
irregular graph topologies. The use of attention mechanisms to selectively aggregate input from nearby nodes,
allowing nodes to focus on more relevant information throughout the learning process, is the main innovation of
GATs. This attention method allows nodes to contribute various weights to their neighbors, stressing the significance
of specific nodes during the aggregation process. The GAT layer can be defined as follows:

h
(l+1)
i = σ

 ∑
j∈N (i)

αijW
(l)h

(l)
j

 (3)

where i represents the target node, N(i) is the group of neighbors of node i, h
(l)
i is the representation of node i at

layer l, W (l) is a shared weight matrix for layer l, αij is the attention weight assigned to the edge between nodes i
and j, computed using a learnable attention mechanism.

GATs are highly adaptable and expressive to capture complex relationships, making them suitable for tasks like
personalized treatment planning and disease prediction. However, they face significant challenges, particularly high
computational costs and difficulties in scaling to large graphs. Despite these issues, their ability to dynamically
weight neighbors and enhance feature learning makes them a valuable tool for graph-based tasks.

2.1.4. Graph Auto-Encoders (GAEs)

In 2016, graph auto-encoders [25] were proposed to address scenarios involving graph-based data. In a GAE, the
graph structure is encoded into a low-dimensional latent space, preserving structural information while reducing
dimensionality. The GAE architecture is composed of two main components; the encoder and the decoder.

The encoder takes the graph structure as input and produces a low-dimensional representation (embedding) of
the graph. Let hl

i denote the representation (or embedding) of node i in layer l. The encoder operation can be
defined as:

hl+1
i = σ

 ∑
j∈N (i)

W lhl
j

 (4)

where, N (i) is the set of neighboring nodes of node i, W l is the weight matrix for layer l, and σ is the activation
function, such as ReLU or sigmoid. The input graph is represented as an adjacency matrix A, where Aij = 1 if
there is an edge between nodes i and j, and 0 otherwise.

The decoder takes the low-dimensional representation generated by the encoder and reconstructs the original
graph structure. Let Â be the reconstructed adjacency matrix. The decoder operation can be formulated as:

Â = gdecoder(Z) (5)
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where gdecoder is the decoder function, which may involve fully connected layers followed by appropriate activation
functions to generate the reconstructed adjacency matrix.

GAEs are widely applied in link prediction, anomaly detection, and graph generation. They have a strong ability
to efficiently compress graph structures into informative representations. However, challenges include scalability to
large graphs and the difficulty of modeling dynamic or heterogeneous graph structures.

Table 2: Comparative overview of Graph Neural Network Architectures in healthcare.

GNN Model Key Feature Main Strengths
Primary Applications
in healthcare

GCN
Localized convolution
operation for graphs

Efficient in learning spatial hierarchies and
dependencies by leveraging node connectivity.

Drug discovery [26]
Protein interaction networks [27]

GraphSAGE
Sampling and aggregating
neighbor node information

Scalable to large graphs due to inductive
learning and neighborhood sampling.

Patient similarity networks
Predictive healthcare models [23]

GAT
Attention mechanism to
weigh neighbor contributions

The ability to concentrate on the most
pertinent aspects of the graph,
improving the learning of features.

Personalized treatment plans
Disease prediction [28, 29]

GAE
Based on an encoding-decoding
mechanism to learn latent
representations

Effective in learning compact and continuous
node representations, very useful for
(un/self)-supervised learning.

Synthetic electronic health records
generation [30]

2.2. Applications of GNNs in Healthcare

GNNs have shown considerable potential in healthcare applications, owing to their capacity to represent complex
relations and dependencies in structured data. In the following, we provide an overview of different applications of
GNNs in healthcare, including disease prediction and diagnosis, medical image analysis, and drug discovery. The
reviewed works are outlined in Table 3.

2.2.1. Disease Prediction and Diagnosis

GNNs are increasingly employed for disease prediction and diagnosis by analyzing patient health records and
modeling relationships between various medical entities [13]. These capabilities make GNNs well-suited for tasks
like disease risk prediction, early diagnosis, and prognosis, contributing to advancements in personalized medicine.
For example, Lu et al. [31] have used the GNN to handle high-dimensional data problems and predict chronic
diseases. Firstly, they prepare the health data and create a bipartite graph to get a weighted patient network.
Then, they employ different GNN models to generate robust patient representations for predicting chronic diseases.
Recent studies [32, 33] have introduced new methodologies to enhance the use of GNNs in disease prediction. In
[32], the authors integrate external knowledge bases in the model to improve the limited electronic medical record
data and enable the construction of medical concept graphs. These graphs help learn high-representative node
embeddings for patients, diseases, and symptoms. Similarly, Zheng el al. [33] use modality-aware representation
learning and adaptive graph learning to discern latent graph structures automatically. This approach optimizes the
use of available data and ensures that the models can adapt to unseen data effectively.

GNNs significantly enhance disease prediction and diagnosis capabilities, especially for rare diseases. They effec-
tively leverage sparse and limited data. However, in disease diagnosis, the interpretability of GNNs remains a key
focus area. Researchers are actively exploring ways to make GNN predictions more transparent and understandable
[34, 35], which is crucial in clinical settings. Enhanced interpretability fosters trust among healthcare professionals
and ensures that GNN-based solutions are both reliable and actionable.
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2.2.2. Medical Image Analysis

GNNs have demonstrated great performance when applied to analyze medical figures, including X-rays and MRIs
[36]. Enhancing image segmentation, object detection, and disease classification are their potential applications.
Different works have been proposed to detect serious diseases, including pneumonia, COVID-19, Autism spectrum
disorder, and Alzheimer’s disease. Works [37, 38, 39] used Chest X-ray images with different architectures of GNN
to detect Covid-19. Authors in [40] introduced a novel encoder-decoder neural architecture that integrates standard
convolutions for image feature encoding with GCN for decoding anatomical structures. It is specifically designed
to address topological errors and anatomical inconsistencies in medical image segmentation.

In [41], Kumar et al. present SARS-Net, a system combining GCN and CNN to detect abnormalities in Chest
X-ray images for COVID-19 diagnosis.

The use of GNNs in medical imaging has been widely recognized for their high accuracy and sensitivity in
identifying anomalies and delivering precise medical diagnoses. They excel at leveraging relational data, making
them particularly efficient for tasks like segmentation. GNNs also demonstrate scalability to handle large datasets
effectively, and their adaptability makes them suitable for a variety of diagnostic tasks. However, these advantages
are accompanied by challenges. GNNs demand significant computational resources for training and inference, which
pose restrictions especially in resource-limited healthcare settings. Additionally, the effectiveness of GNNs depends
on the availability of high-quality annotated datasets, which are scarce and costly to collect in the medical field.
Addressing these challenges is essential to fully recognize the potential of GNNs in medical imaging and diagnostics.

2.2.3. Drug Discovery and Repurposing

Drug discovery and repurposing are critical areas in healthcare where GNNs have demonstrated transforma-
tive potential. By analyzing molecular graphs, GNNs can predict chemical properties, identify promising drug
candidates, and suggest novel therapeutic uses for existing drugs [42, 43].

These capabilities make GNNs valuable for uncovering drug-target interactions and hidden relationships between
drugs and diseases. In this context, Cheung et al. [44] present an approach based on GNNs for identifying potential
treatments for SARS-CoV-2, the virus responsible for COVID-19. Their approach highlights the ability of GNNs
to predict key molecular features crucial for drug discovery. Li et al. [45] develop a molecular pre-training graph-
based framework to address the challenges of generating expressive molecular representations in AI-driven drug
discovery. The model is designed to effectively learn complex molecular structures. It can also generate interpretable
representations of molecules to help understand chemical insights. Bongini et al. [46] proposed a novel approach to
drug discovery through GNN, specifically focusing on generating molecular graphs. This method effectively creates
potential new drug molecules, representing a significant advancement in computational drug design. Moreover,
Wang et al. [47] have used the GNNs to predict drug-drug interactions, a significant issue in clinical treatments
and drug development. They leverage the rich neighborhood information available in biomedical knowledge graphs.
Their approach focuses on learning a knowledge subgraph for each drug pair and using connection strengths to
make accurate predictions. Luo et al. [48] combine GCNs with reinforcement symmetric metric learning to predict
potential drug-disease associations. Han et al. [43] introduced a distance-aware GNN model to improve reliability
in drug discovery. They proposed the GNN-SNGP architecture. Their model demonstrated enhanced robustness
and reliability.

In the field of drug discovery, GNNs excel at modeling complex and irregular data structures, such as those found
in biomolecular data. This capability enables detailed and accurate representations of drugs, diseases, and their
interactions. Their ability to capture complex relationships allows them to outperform standard ML methods in
tasks like drug-disease interaction prediction and drug repositioning. GNNs are particularly effective in applications
that rely on understanding relational data. They address challenges like data sparsity by generalizing effectively from
known to unknown data. This capability is important in drug discovery, where new compounds and disease targets
are constantly emerging. However, GNNs face significant challenges, including high computational demands and the
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need for high-quality annotated datasets, which are often scarce or expensive. Overcoming these limitations requires
strategies such as developing more efficient architectures and leveraging SSL in limited labeled data scenarios.

3. Graph Self-Supervised Learning

SSL is presented as an advanced ML approach that falls under the general category of unsupervised learning.
Without any explicit external labels, the system learns to predict and classify using input data itself [17]. This
approach is especially beneficial when labeled data is rare or expensive to get. While unsupervised learning focuses
on the model behavior with data, the SSL uses the data itself to guide the learning process. Usually, SSL is based
on pretext tasks, designed to extract meaningful representations from unlabeled data. These tasks are developed
such that the labels are created automatically from the data, eliminating the need for human annotation. In the
following, we will discuss SSL’s evolution, provide an overview of SSL approaches and models, and review SSL for
graph representation learning.

3.1. Evolution of Graph Self-supervised Learning

SSL has evolved significantly in the ML paradigm [49]. This strategy changes the focus from mainly depending
on large labeled datasets to exploiting unlabeled data. It addresses challenges, including the high cost of obtaining
high-quality labeled data. Over the past decade, a large part of research interests has been focused on using SSL
in different fields. Developing an SSL model has two primary phases: the pretext, and the downstream tasks [50].
Figure 4 illustrates the standard SSL framework.

The model is trained on a self-supervised task with unlabeled data during the initial phase. The main goal in
this phase is to get useful representations and features from data without the need for explicit labels. Pretext tasks
can include predicting missing parts of the input, generating data augmentations, and solving puzzles created from
the input data. The pretext task should help the model learn meaningful and important features for the target
task.

Once the model has been trained on the pretext task, it is ready to be fine-tuned on a specific downstream task
that requires some labeled data. The learned representations from the pretext task are used as a starting point.
Then, the model is adapted to the specific task, such as image classification and object detection. Fine-tuning the
downstream task helps the model to specialize and improve its performance on the target task.

Figure 4: The standard SSL framework.
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Table 3: Applications of GNNs in healthcare

Reference Application Model Details
Lu et al. [31]

Disease Prediction
and Diagnosis

GNN Handles high-dimensional data for predicting chronic
diseases.

Sun et al. [32] GNN Integrates external knowledge bases to construct
medical concept graphs for learning representative
node embeddings.

Zheng et al. [33] GNN Uses modality-aware representation learning and
adaptive graph learning to discern latent graph
structures.

Lee et al. [37]

Medical Image
Analysis

Hybrid (CNN-GNN) Proposes a hybrid DL framework combining convolu-
tional and GNNs for detecting COVID-19, and lever-
ages implicit disease correlations for improved diag-
nostic performance.

Bagwan et al. [38] IsoCovNet Converts medical imaging data into graph represen-
tations, and employs GNN architectures for COVID-
19 detection.

Song et al. [39] GNN Utilizes GNN architectures to predict the influence
of COVID-19-infected individuals on future infec-
tions by incorporating interaction data and individ-
ual properties.

Gaggion et al. [40] HybridGNet Proposes a novel encoder-decoder architecture com-
bining convolutions and GCN for medical image seg-
mentation.

Kumar et al. [41] SARS-Net Combines GCN and CNN to detect abnormalities in
chest X-rays for COVID-19 diagnosis.

Han et al. [43]

Drug Discovery
and Repurposing

GNN-SNGP Introduces a new GNN architecture and a bench-
mark dataset for drug discovery.

Cheung et al. [44] GNN Predicts key molecular features for drugs that can
inhibit SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19).

Li et al. [45] MolGNet Develops a pre-training graph-based deep learning
framework for generating expressive molecular rep-
resentations.

Bongini et al. [46] MG2N2 Generates potential new drug molecules through
molecular graphs.

Wang et al. [47] KnowDDI Predicts drug-drug interactions by learning a knowl-
edge subgraph for each drug pair.

Luo et al. [48] RSML-GCN Combines GCNs with reinforcement symmetric met-
ric learning.
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Representation learning in graphs is represented as an important aspect of graph-based ML, where the goal is to
learn meaningful and informative representations of nodes, edges, and graphs [51]. Graph representation learning
aims to capture the structural and relational information present in the graph to enable better downstream tasks
such as node classification, edge prediction, and graph classification. With the increasing availability of unlabeled
graph data, SSL has emerged as a powerful technique for graph representation learning, particularly in domains
like healthcare.

In the context of graphs, SSL techniques are used to learn meaningful graph representations from unlabeled
graph data [52]. These techniques leverage the abundance of unlabeled graph data, which is often easier to obtain
than labeled data. It also help in learning more robust and generalizable graph representations, as the model learns
to capture the underlying graph structure. The pretext tasks for SSL in graphs are different from the tasks used
in computer vision and include predicting missing nodes or edges, reconstructing the graph from a subgraph, and
predicting the presence of an edge between two nodes.

3.2. Graph Self-Supervised Learning Methods

In this subsection, we will delve into the different methodologies presented for graph-based SSL. We categorize
this approach into three groups: contrastive, generative, and predictive, as depicted in Figure 5. A comparative
overview of these methods is provided in Table 4.

(a) Contrastive learning.

(b) Generative learning.

(c) Predictive learning.

Figure 5: The graph SSL categories.
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3.2.1. Contrastive Learning

The contrastive learning method involves models that learn by comparing samples to distinguish between similar
and dissimilar instances effectively [17, 53]. It is particularly effective in teaching models to identify similarities
and differences that define different classes in datasets. This method enhances the model’s ability to see patterns
in both the similarities and contrasts across data sets. The primary objective is to train the model to link similar
samples while separating distinct ones. The fundamental concept of this process consists of providing pairs of data
samples to the model and asking it to identify which pairs (positive pairs) are part of the same group and which
pairs (negative pairs) are not. Following that, the model gains the strength to extract relevant variables through
continuous classification prediction and repeated exposure to several pairings. The model then moves on to explicit
training on labeled data. At this stage, the focus is on target tasks like detection or classification. By utilizing the
knowledge gained from contrastive learning, this transition enables the model to perform with good precision and
effectiveness.

In this learning method, we will delve into and discuss the essential steps that contribute to its effectiveness.
These include the augmentation techniques for graph transformation, various methods for structuring pretext tasks,
and the development of the contrastive objective.

1. Graph Transformation: Augmentation Techniques
Graph data requires specialized augmentation techniques to enhance contrastive learning effectively. Unlike
images, graphs are structured in non-Euclidean data, making the use of image augmentation methods like
cropping and cutouts unsuitable [54]. The primary concept here is to introduce alterations within graphs
to find positive pairs. Different augmentation techniques are used for graphs, some of them concentrate on
modifying the graph’s structure, while others keep the graph structure and perturb node features to ensure the
representations are invariant to the initial node attributes. Below, we outline some augmentation techniques
used for generating positive graph pairs, which are depicted in Figure 6.

Node Feature Perturbation:

• Node Feature Masking: In this augmentation method, certain features of a specific set of nodes are
masked to generate an augmented graph [55, 56]. This masking involves sampling each feature entry
from a Gaussian distribution with predetermined mean and variance. The goal is to train the model
using representations with different node features but keep the same graph structure.

• Node Feature Shuffling: The node feature shuffling involves randomly arranging the features of nodes
within the graph [57, 58]. This technique perturbs the node features while keeping the graph structure
intact. By shuffling the attributes, the goal is often to reduce the dependency of the learned repre-
sentations on specific node features and encourage the model to focus more on the graph’s structural
properties.

Sub-Graph Sampling:

• Random Walk Sampling: In this method, a random walk is conducted on the graph, continuously adding
nodes until a predetermined fixed number of nodes is reached [59]. A sub-graph is then formed from
these nodes. Traversal involves moving from the current node to a randomly selected neighboring node
along an edge during the random walk.

• Knowledge Sampling: In this method, experts or domain-specific individuals are consulted to select a
subset of nodes or edges from the graph based on their expertise or knowledge [60]. Therefore, the
sampled representation will collect the more important and relevant portions of the graph for a specific
task or analysis.

Graph Structure Alteration:
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• Edge Perturbation: In this augmentation method, the edges are randomly added or removed from an
existing graph to generate new graphs [61, 62]. Usually, a maximum fraction of edges is identified for
perturbation to ensure that the fundamental structure of the graph remains unchanged.

• Node Dropping: In this augmentation technique, a small fraction of nodes are randomly dropped to create
new graphs [63, 62, 64]. Following that, all edges connected to the dropped nodes are also removed.

• Diffusion: In diffusion-based augmentation, the focus is on transforming the graph’s adjacency matrix
into a diffusion matrix using a heat kernel [63]. This process provides a global graph view by capturing
relationships and interactions between nodes beyond immediate neighbors. The resulting diffusion matrix
represents the spread of influence or information across the entire graph.

Figure 6: The commonly used graph augmentation techniques.

2. Graph Contrastive Learning: Pretext Tasks

In the context of contrastive learning, the goal is to maximize the mutual information between positive pairs
of instances, which are usually obtained from comparable semantic content [65]. By maximizing mutual
information, contrastive learning encourages the model to capture and encode meaningful relationships and
patterns present in the data. This process facilitates the extraction of informative representations that will
be used for downstream tasks. Moreover, maximizing mutual information enables the model to discern subtle
similarities and differences between samples and enhances its ability to discriminate between semantically
similar and dissimilar samples.
In the following, we explore how different models define and address these pretext tasks:
Graph-Level Pretext Tasks:

• Graph Clustering: The objective here is to cluster graphs with similar semantic structures and use these
clusters as labels for contrastive learning.
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• Graph Partitioning: The graph is divided into sub-graphs based on structural or domain knowledge.
Then, these sub-graphs are contrasted with the original graph as positive pairs.

Node-Level Pretext Tasks

• Neighbor Prediction: The aim of this method is to predict whether two nodes are neighbors in the graph.
The positive pairs are created from adjacent nodes while the negative pairs are from non-adjacent nodes.

• Node Context Prediction: Based on random walks, node sequences are created, and then these nodes are
contrasted based on their shared or distinct contextual embeddings.

Edge-Level Pretext Tasks

• Link Prediction: The goal is to predict whether an edge exists between two nodes in a graph. Positive
pairs represent real edges, while negative pairs are non-existent edges.

• Edge Attribute Matching: In this method, the edges are contrasted based on their attributes or weights.

Graph-specific contrastive learning pretext tasks effectively address the unique challenges of non-Euclidean
graph data. They enable models to learn robust and generalized representations. These tasks empower the
model to learn informative and transferable features for downstream tasks.

3. Contrastive Objective: Mutual Information Evaluation
Building the contrastive objective serves as the SSL model’s main framework, enabling it to distinguish and
integrate various structural insights from the data.
The contrastive objective within the field of contrast-based methods is evaluating the mutual information
between instances. This approximation is the foundation for training models to identify similarities and
differences efficiently. The idea behind this is simple: representations of positively linked instances are brought
closer to each other, while instances that are negatively linked are pushed away from one another.
Given a pair of instances, (xi, xj) sampled from the positive pairs, their respective representations are (ri, rj).
The MI between these representations, denoted by MI(ri, rj) is a pivotal metric for guiding the training
process. It is calculated using the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence as follows:

MI(ri, rj) = KL(P (ri, rj)||P (ri)P (rj)) = Ep(ri,rj)
[log

P (ri, rj)

P (ri)P (rj)
] (6)

where P (ri, rh) represents the joint density of the representations ri and rj , and P (ri) and P (ri) are their
marginal densities. The objective is to equip the encoder with discriminative capabilities and enable it to
distinguish between instances sampled from the joint density P (ri, rj) and those from the marginal densities
P (hi) and P (hj).

Contrastive learning is the most used technique in SSL due to its strong performance. However, its scalability
and efficiency are constrained when used with very large graphs, posing a challenge in real-world applications.

3.2.2. Generative Learning

The generative learning method trains models to reconstruct data based on unlabeled inputs. This method is
based on the idea of autoencoders, which compress and then reconstruct data [66, 67]. In contrast to conventional
data formats, graphs require different techniques and specific management for linked components. Rebuilding
particular graph elements, such as graph structure or node features, is a common task for generative-based SSL
methods proposed for graphs. In the following, we provide a summary of the graph generative methods related to
node feature and graph structure generation.

Node Feature Generation
In SSL, Node feature generation methods focus on reconstructing the feature information from the original or the
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augmented graph structures. These methods are formalized through an optimization problem that aims to minimize
the Mean Squared Error loss function Lmse, using Equation 7. They also use a feature regression decoder dϕ(.),
which can be a fully connected network, to reconstruct features based on the learned representations.

θ∗, ϕ∗ = argmin
θ,ϕ

Lmse

(
dϕ (fθ(G)) , X̂

)
(7)

where G is the considered graph data, and X̂ represents the feature matrices, which can be, as an example, the
node feature matrix.

Some methods used for feature generation are:

• Masked Feature Regression: In this strategy, some node or edge features are masked during preprocessing and
then regenerated using information from unmasked components [68].

• Graph Completion: This method predicts the features of masked nodes using the features of neighboring
nodes [69, 70].

• Attribute Masking: In this approach, the model is trained to reconstruct masked node features. The encoder’s
parameters, once trained on this task, are used to initialize the encoder for downstream tasks [71].

Graph Structure Generation
Graph structure generation methods focus on reconstructing the structural information of graphs, primarily through
the recovery of the adjacency matrix, which concisely represents the graph’s topological structure [72]. The graph
structure generation methods are developed following equation 8.

θ∗, ϕ∗ = argmin
θ,ϕ

Lssl (dϕ (fθ(G)) , AM) (8)

where, pϕ(.) is the structure decoder and AM represents the adjacency matrix.
Some methods used for structure generation methods are:

• Adjacency Matrix Reconstruction: This method directly reconstructs the adjacency matrix of the graph. The
adjacency reconstruction task ensures the learned embeddings capture graph topology.

• Edge Prediction: Instead of reconstructing the entire adjacency matrix, this method focuses on predicting the
existence of edges between nodes.

• Random Walk-based Generation: This method rebuilds the graph structure by learning the patterns in how
nodes interact within the sampled subgraphs. It uses random walks to create subgraphs and sequences to
sample.

• Diffusion Matrix Reconstruction: This approach provides a more comprehensive view of network structure
by capturing global interactions and impacts between nodes through the reconstruction of a diffusion matrix
generated from the graph’s adjacency matrix.

3.2.3. Predictive Learning

The predictive learning method focuses on predicting missing parts of the input data to aid the model in
learning significant temporal and contextual patterns. Predictive learning in graph-based models uses self-generated
labels for supervision, which focuses on leveraging relationships between data and labels. This approach differs
from contrastive methods emphasizing data-data pair interactions and generative methods focusing on intra-data
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information. Predictive learning methods are particularly effective for deriving meaningful insights from graphs
without requiring extensive manual labeling [73, 74].

This type of learning focuses on extracting robust representations from unlabeled data by converting the pretext
task into a classification or regression problem. Depending on the selected pretext task, a pseudo label is assigned
to each unlabeled sample based on the data itself. Some widely used predictive learning tasks include:

• Node Property Prediction: This task involves predicting node-specific attributes based on the graph structure
and other node features.

• Edge Property Prediction: This task focuses on predicting attributes associated with edges, such as edge
weights, types, or existence.

• Edge Prediction: This is a common predictive task where the model predicts whether an edge exists between
two nodes.

• Mask Prediction: The model predicts masked features of nodes, edges, or subgraphs using the information
from neighboring nodes and edges.

Predictive learning excels in healthcare graph-based applications. It can address a wide range of topics, in-
cluding molecular graphs, by translating pretext problems into pseudo-label predictions. This approach enhances
representations by encoding rich temporal and structural context, which improves downstream task performance.

Table 4: Comparative overview of contrastive, predictive, and generative Self-Supervised Learning methods for graph data.

Aspect Primary Goal Core Mechanism Loss of objective Key challenges

Contrastive
graph SSL

Maximize the similarity
between representations
of similar pairs and
distinguish from
dissimilar pairs.

Employs contrasting pairs
to learn robust representations
by emphasizing differences
and similarities.

Mutual Information between
representations of positive
and negative instance pairs.

Scalability issues with
large graphs,
maintaining balance between
positive and negative
pair selection.

Generative
graph SSL

Learn to reconstruct
input data from
unlabeled examples.

Employs architectures like
Autoencoders that attempt
to regenerate the original
graph data or its attributes.

MSE in feature
reconstruction, fidelity of
regenerated structural
features.

Balancing the fidelity
of reconstruction with
the generalization capability
of the model to handle
unseen graph variations.

Predictive
graph SSL

Predict missing parts
of data to learn
significant patterns and
relationships within
the graph.

Uses auto-generated labels
for supervision based
on the data itself,
often through the prediction
of missing node properties
or relationships.

Accuracy of predicted
pseudo-labels, efficacy
in capturing complex
graph relationships.

Dependence on the quality
and relevance of self-
generated labels for
effective learning.

3.3. Graph Self-Supervised Training Strategies

In this subsection, we delve into the different strategies used for training GNN following SSL. We report three
prominent training strategies widely adopted in the literature, including pre-training with fine-tuning, joint training,
and unsupervised representation learning. Each of these strategies holds its unique strengths to improve the
adaptability and performance of GNN models. Figure 7 provides a detailed visualization of each strategy, and
Table 5 presents a comparative overview of these strategies, highlighting their primary goals, training phases, key
benefits, and challenges.
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(a) Pre-training and fine-tuning learning strategy.

(b) Joint training strategy.

(c) Unsupervised representation learning strategy.

Figure 7: The common training strategies for graph SSL.

3.3.1. Pre-training and Fine-tuning (PF)

The pre-training and fine-tuning strategy starts by pre-training the model on a given pretext task using a dataset
that does not include labeled data [75]. In this stage, the primary goal is to establish solid initial parameters for the
model’s encoder. Following this, the pre-trained encoder undergoes the fine-tuning stage. This stage integrates the
encoder with a downstream task-specific decoder on labeled datasets to refine the pre-trained learned representations
for the target task.

3.3.2. Joint Training (JT)

Joint training differs from the previous strategy of pre-training and fine-tuning by combining both stages into
a single training process. In this approach, the model learns representations for both the pretext and downstream
tasks simultaneously [76]. This strategy employs a combined loss function that fuses losses from these two tasks,
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usually balanced by a hyperparameter. This joint training is represented as a form of multi-task learning, where
learning the pretext task aids in regularizing the learning of the downstream task. It is particularly useful to enhance
generalization.

3.3.3. Unsupervised Representation Training (URT)

Unsupervised representation learning shares similarities with the pre-training and fine-tuning approach during
its initial phase, in which the encoder is trained using objectives derived from SSL [77]. However, a key distinction
in this strategy is that the encoder’s parameters are locked in the post-training, and no additional adjustments
are made during the application to downstream tasks. Training for both stages occurs using the same dataset,
presenting a challenge for the encoder to effectively transition from purely unsupervised pre-training to performing
supervised tasks. This method highlights the importance of robust SSL signals in building effective representations
without relying on explicit, task-specific supervised training.

Table 5: Comparison overview of the SSL training strategies for graph data.

Aspect Primary Goal Training Phases Key Benefits Challenges

Pre-training
with Fine-tuning

Establish strong initial
parameters through pre-
training and then refine
these for specific downstream
tasks.

Two distinct phases:
pre-training on unlabeled
data followed by fine-
tuning on labeled data.

Allows for robust
initial learning,
reduces
overfitting during
fine-tuning.

Requires careful
management of learning
rates and adaptation
during the fine-
tuning phase.

Joint Training

Simultaneously optimize for
pretext and downstream
tasks, enhancing generalization
across tasks.

Single phase:
integrated phase where
pretext and downstream
tasks are learned
together.

Prevents overfitting
and improves model
robustness by
integrating learning
tasks, handles complex
multitask scenarios.

Balancing the losses
from pretext and
downstream tasks
can be challenging

Unsupervised
Representation
Training

Build robust representations
using SSL objectives
without further adjustments
during downstream tasks.

Two phases:
similar to pre-training
and fine-tuning, but
with locked parameters
for post pre-training.

Minimizes the risk
of model drift by
using fixed
representations.

The effectiveness
depends on the quality
of the pre-training,
as no adjustments are
made afterwards.

4. Self-supervised Learning in Graphs for Healthcare Applications

SSL in graph-based applications is emerging as a novel approach in the healthcare field. This methodology is
particularly well-suited to the complex healthcare data, which often involves complex networks of patient symptoms,
disease correlations, and genetic data. SSL eliminates the requirement for significantly labeled datasets, a common
constraint in medical data processing, through self-generating supervisory signals within the data. Its applications
are very wide and range from enhancing disease prediction and diagnosis through pattern recognition in patient
records to accelerating drug discovery by analyzing molecular structures and interactions. Incorporating SSL in
graph-based healthcare applications holds significant promise for more insightful, accurate, and efficient medical
analysis and patient care.

The following section explores various graph-based SSL approaches proposed for different healthcare applica-
tions. These include advanced predictive modeling and clinical insights, enhanced medical imaging and biomarker
detection, and breakthroughs in drug discovery and molecular interaction analysis.
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4.1. Advanced Predictive Modeling and Clinical Insights

With the rapidly evolving healthcare landscape, advanced predictive modeling and clinical insights are presented
as significant tools for forecasting outcomes and enhancing patient care. Leveraging the power of GNN and SSL,
this section reviews methodologies that have improved the accuracy and efficacy of these predictive models. The
integration of GNNs allows for a deeper understanding of complex and interconnected data structures inherent
in patient records, while SSL facilitates the extraction of valuable insights from this data without the reliance on
extensive labeled datasets. These technologies enable more precise clinical insights.

Different approaches have been proposed, leveraging complex computational models to enhance the accuracy
and efficiency of medical diagnoses and predictions. From enhancing predictive models that integrate electronic
health records to innovating EEG analysis for seizure detection, each approach presents an effective methodology
to handle specific challenges inherent to medical datasets [73, 74, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82]. These works demonstrate a
commitment to improving model interpretability and robustness—essential qualities for gaining trust and facilitating
adoption in clinical environments. Tang et al. [74] developed an approach for improved electroencephalographic
(EEG) seizure analysis, including quantitative interpretability to measure and localize them. Works in [80, 83]
present novel self-supervised graph learning frameworks for temporal health event prediction using electronic health
records. The first work designed a network to detect disease complications effectively with enhanced personalized
interpretability through a multilevel attention mechanism. On the other hand, Yao et al. [83] used the Kernel
Subspace Augmentation to embed nodes into two different geometrically manifold views and then teach the model
by maximizing mutual information between nodes and their neighbors on these views. In [84], Xie et al. proposed a
graph-based approach for predicting disease-gene associations, a critical task for understanding disease mechanisms
and developing treatments. Their approach, named MiGCN (Self-Supervised Mutual Infomax Graph Convolution
Network), utilizes an SSL strategy guided by external gene-gene and disease-disease collaborative graphs. The model
eliminates noise within these graphs by maximizing mutual information between nodes and neighbors through a
graphical mutual infomax layer.

The studies in [85, 86, 62, 87] successfully employed graph-based SSL methods to significantly enhance diagnostic
accuracy and foster a deeper comprehension of complex diseases, including neurological disorders and COVID-19.
Wen et al. [85] have developed an SSL framework tailored for brain network analysis. This method facilitates precise
diagnostics in neurological disorders, such as autism spectrum disorder and bipolar disorder, by employing advanced
graph representations for classification tasks. Moreover, Sehanobish et al.’s [86] demonstrate that integrating a
transformer with a GAT efficiently processes complex datasets related to SARS-CoV-2 and enhances understanding
of the virus’s impact by capturing extensive contextual and local interactions within data. Table 6 provides an
overview of recent research articles for advanced predictive modeling and Clinical Insights.

The integration of SSL and GNNs in predictive modeling demonstrates the many strengths. This approach is
adaptable to a wide range of healthcare tasks, from EHR analysis to molecular prediction. In addition, the graph
SSL maximizes the use of unlabeled data and reduces the dependency on costly annotations. Many methods from
our review have improved the models’ interpretability, addressing critical requirements for clinical adoption.

However, several challenges remain. Scalability is a major concern, as these approaches often require substantial
computational resources to handle large graphs and datasets. Besides, data quality poses a critical challenge. Many
methods depend on high-quality annotated datasets, and the lack of such data in real-world scenarios can restrict
their performance and generalizability. Furthermore, the integration of multimodal data remains an open research
area. Combining diverse data types, such as EHRs, medical imaging, and molecular data, presents a complex step
toward creating comprehensive and robust healthcare solutions.
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Table 6: Literature summary of graph-based SSL for advanced predictive modeling and Clinical Insights.

Reference Data
Pretext
Task
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Task

Learning
Method

Training
Method
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Yu et al.
[62]

HMDAD
Disbiome

Learn informative repre-
sentations using different
data augmentation and
multi-kernel similarity
computation

Prediction of microbe-
disease associations

✓ ✓ ✓

Lu et al.
[87]

Brain
disease
datasets

To learn more useful in-
formation using domain
adaptive learning

Clustering brain func-
tional connectivity data.

✓ ✓ ✓

Xu et al.
[73]

Electronic
Health
Records

Enhance the quality and
completeness of the med-
ical knowledge graph

Predictive modeling of
clinical events

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Tang et al.
[74]

EEG
signals

Predict the preprocessed
EEG signals for the next
time period

Seizure detection and clas-
sification

✓ ✓ ✓

Yao et al.
[78]

Electronic
health
records

Kernel subspace augmen-
tation

Medication outcome pre-
diction

✓ ✓ ✓

Ho et al.
[79]

EEG
signals

Generate multiple types
of EEG graphs to model
normal brain activity pat-
terns

Detection and localization
of seizure activities within
the EEG data

✓ ✓ ✓

Lu et al.
[80]

Electronic
health
records

Hierarchy enhanced his-
torical prediction

Temporal health event
prediction

✓ ✓ ✓

Xu
et al.
[81]

Patient EHR data

Learn a bias-reduced fea-
ture space from the struc-
ture of the medical knowl-
edge graph

Diagnosis prediction ✓ ✓

Yao et al.
[83]

Electronic
health
records

Contrasting nodes and
graph representations on
two geometrically differ-
ent manifold views

Medication outcome pre-
diction

✓ ✓ ✓

Xie et al.
[84]

OMIM database

Maximize the mutual in-
formation between graph
nodes and their neighbors
in the

Predict disease-gene asso-
ciations

✓ ✓ ✓

Wen et al.
[85]

Brain
network
data

Mask graph autoencoder
Signal representation
learning

Brain network analysis ✓ ✓ ✓

Sehanobish
et al.
[86]

Bronchial
epithelial

cell

Learn node representa-
tions of the nodes local
graph topology

Predict the disease state ✓ ✓ ✓

Ruan et al.
[82]

miRNA

Maximize the consistency
between a label-free
learner view and a known-
association-based anchor
view

Predict miRNA–disease ✓ ✓ ✓

Jung et al.
[88]

15 types of
cancer from
the cancer

genome atlas

Capture meaningful repre-
sentations by reconstruct-
ing the input graph

Predict cancer-driver
genes

✓ ✓ ✓
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4.2. Improved Medical Imaging and Biomarker Detection

The evolution of AI has led to significant advancements in medical imaging and biomarker detection, transform-
ing and enhancing diagnostic processes across healthcare systems. GNNs and SSL have revolutionized precision
medicine, where complex imaging data and elusive biomarkers can be analyzed with remarkable accuracy and effi-
ciency. This section explores cutting-edge methodologies that make use of these technologies to refine the detection
and interpretation of medical images and biomarkers. Integrating GNNs into medical imaging allows for a nuanced
understanding of spatial and structural relationships within medical data. Similarly, SSL approaches facilitate
extracting meaningful patterns from vast unlabeled datasets, enabling the identification of biomarkers without
the extensive need for manual annotation. These developments accelerate the diagnostic process and enhance the
predictive power of medical assessments, leading to more personalized patient care.

Different works have been proposed for fMRI image analysis to enhance learning and classification in scenarios
with limited labeled data [89, 90, 91]. Peng et al. [89] explored different new graph augmentation strategies that
address the dynamic functional connectivities in fMRI data. The proposed model follows a two-step learning process
for GCNs.

In addition, various methods based on graph-SSL have been proposed for the diagnosis and management of
specific medical conditions, such as fundus diseases and COVID-19. In [92], Ibrahim et al. designed an SSL-based
approach for breast cancer detection. They transformed the mammogram images into highly correlated multi-
graphs to get rich structural relations and high-level texture features. Sun et al. [93] propose a novel approach,
particularly for COVID-19 imaging datasets. The proposed approach uses a two-level learning objective: one at
the regional anatomical level and another at the patient level. This method allows the handling of arbitrarily sized
images in full resolution, which is a significant advantage over traditional methods that require fixed-size inputs.
Ozen et al. [94] address the challenges of region of interest (ROIs) retrieval in large and complex histopathology
images. They follow the contrastive learning method to enable the effective handling of arbitrarily shaped ROIs by
representing them as graphs and using spatial proximity for graph construction. Lin et al. [95] present two novel
multi-label classification networks, named MCG-Net and MCGS-Net, for an accurate diagnosis of fundus diseases.
Fundus image classification is challenging due to its multi-label nature, as one image can contain multiple diseases.
The MCG-Net is based on a GCN that captures relevant information from multi-label fundus images.

Besides, different works based on graph SSL have been proposed to detect Parkinson’s disease [96, 97, 98, 99].
This use has enhanced spatial-temporal representations by capturing the nuances of human movement over time,
which is essential for detecting subtle motor symptoms associated with Parkinson’s disease.

For different medical tasks, including segmentation, classification, and object detection, MH Nguyen et al. [100]
proposed an SSL approach that uses a second-order graph-matching formulation. This method captures images’
global and local structural features by integrating advanced pair-wise image similarity metrics and constructing a
combinatorial graph-matching objective.

In [101], Wang et al. address the challenge of conventional approaches for prostate cancer identification due to
the complex nature of tissue phenotypes. Based on a DL framework using hierarchical graph-based representations,
this approach explores multi-scale topological structures of whole slide images in an integrative context and improves
progression prediction accuracy for prostate cancer patients.

These reviewed studies highlight the significance of SSL as an innovative approach for enhancing data analytics
in various medical fields, as illustrated in Table 7. The transition from conventional supervised learning to SSL is
important due to the privacy concerns, high costs, and effort required for labeling large datasets. SSL’s ability to
utilize the abundant unlabeled data, especially images in healthcare, allows for training models that achieve high
accuracy without extensive labeled datasets. Specific reviews on medical imaging demonstrate SSL’s effectiveness in
overcoming data annotation challenges, underscoring its potential to transform healthcare diagnostics and treatment
strategies.
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Table 7: Literature summary of graph-based SSL approaches for improved medical imaging and biomarker detection.
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Peng et al.
[89]

fMRI images
Learn embeddings from
augmented views

Disease classification ✓ ✓ ✓

Wang et al.
[90]

fMRI images
Learn representations on
functional connectivity
graphs

Classify patients based on
their functional connectiv-
ity patterns.

✓ ✓

Choi et al.
[91]

fMRI data
Reconstruct dynamic
graphs

Predicting phenotypes
and psychiatric diagnoses

✓ ✓ ✓

Ibrahim et al.
[92]

Mammogram
images

Learn robust node embed-
dings that capture the es-
sential features and rela-
tionships within the mam-
mogram segments

The classification of mam-
mogram image segments

✓ ✓ ✓

Sun et al.
[93]

CT images
Learn contextual relation-
ships between different re-
gions of the anatomy

Disease detection from
medical imaging

✓ ✓

Ozen et al.
[94]

Whole Slide
Images

Learning from the struc-
ture and content of the
data

Region of interest repre-
sentation learning

✓ ✓ ✓

Lin et al.
[95]

Fundus im-
ages

Predict the type of geo-
metric transformation

Fundus diseases diagnosis ✓ ✓ ✓

Guo et al.
[96]

Human
Skeleton
Sequences

Learn robust feature rep-
resentation from spatial
and temporal knowledge

Parkinson disease motor
symptoms assessment

✓ ✓ ✓

Guo et al.
[98]

Video
dataset of
PD patients
performing
hand move-
ments

Distinguish between dif-
ferent augmented versions
of the same hand move-
ment sequences

Classify hand movement
sequences

✓ ✓ ✓

Guo et al.
[99]

Clinical
video
dataset

Learning representations
by clustering features of
each class

Classify the severity of
bradykinesia

✓ ✓ ✓

MH Nguyen
et al.[100]

Medical
imaging
data (CT
scans, MRI,
X-rays, and
ultrasound
images)

Graph matching

Image segmentation and
classification, object de-
tection, domain general-
ization

✓ ✓ ✓

Wang
et al.[101]

UCLA
prostate
biopsy,
Cedars-
Sinai, and
TCGA-
PRAD
dataset

Learn useful feature rep-
resentations from the cell
graphs

Accurate prediction of
prostate disease

✓ ✓ ✓
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Table 8: Literature summary of graph-based SSL approaches for improved medical imaging and biomarker detection (continued)
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Nguyen et al.
[102]

1.3 million
medical im-
ages

Combines local and
global image similarity
metrics with structural
constraints

Segmentation, classifica-
tion, and object detection

✓ ✓ ✓

Aryal et al.
[103]

PANDA
dataset

learn from relationships
within the graph

Cancer grading and diag-
nosis

✓ ✓ ✓

4.3. Innovations in Drug Discovery and Molecular Interaction Networks

With the rapidly evolving field of pharmaceuticals, searching for novel and efficient treatments is always nec-
essary. Conventional drug discovery methods are often slow and have high costs and low success rates. With
the advent of GNNs and SSL, computational approaches are setting new paradigms in identifying and developing
therapeutic agents. This section reviews recent advancements that leverage these technologies to revolutionize drug
discovery and analyze complex molecular interaction networks.

Integrating GNNs with SSL has expedited the drug discovery process and enhanced the accuracy and efficacy
of the drugs identified. For example, Zhang et al. [104] developed an innovative framework utilizing GNNs and
SSL for accelerating antiviral drug development. They constructed a comprehensive virus-drug association dataset
by integrating the Drugvirus2 database with FDA-approved antiviral drugs. Based on this data, a bipartite graph
is created. To address the challenges of data sparsity, they employed contrastive learning techniques by training a
Light Graph Convolutional Network (LightGCN). This approach improved the quality of the embeddings, which
were important for predicting virus-drug associations by calculating the inner product between virus and drug
embeddings. This method enhances prediction accuracy and streamlines the drug development process.

Building on leveraging SSL with GNNs, Rong et al. [105] develop a self-supervised graph transformer framework,
GROVER, for large-scale molecular data analysis. GROVER addresses significant challenges in the field, including
the scarcity of labeled molecular data and the poor generalization capabilities of models to new molecules. By
integrating message-passing networks with Transformer architecture, GROVER provides a more expressive model
that can efficiently learn from large-scale unlabeled molecular datasets.

Similarly, Zhao et al. [106] introduces the CSGNN, which incorporates a mix-hop neighborhood aggregator and
a contrastive SSL task to capture high-order dependencies in molecular interaction networks.

Recognizing the importance of evaluating the quality of molecular graph embeddings, Wang et al. [107] introduce
the Molecular Graph Representation Evaluation (MOLGRAPHEVAL), a comprehensive evaluation framework for
assessing the quality of molecular graph embeddings learned through Graph-based SSL. MOLGRAPHEVAL is
designed to benchmark Graph SSL methods against a suite of probing tasks categorized into three groups: generic
graph properties, molecular substructures, and embedding space properties.

Further advancing molecular representation learning, Zang et al. [72] proposed a novel pretraining framework
called Hierarchical Molecular Graph SSL (HiMol) for an enhanced prediction. The framework includes two main
components: a Hierarchical Molecular GNN (HMGNN) and a Multi-level Self-supervised Pre-training (MSP). The
HMGNN encodes motif structures and extracts hierarchical molecular representations of node-motif-graph, while
the MSP develops multi-level generative and predictive tasks as self-supervised signals for the model.
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In line with these advancements, Li et al. [108] introduced a novel SSL framework, MPG, for learning expressive
molecular representations and enhancing drug discovery efforts. MPG employs a self-supervised pretraining strategy
at both the node and graph levels, utilizing 11 million unlabeled molecules. This pretraining enables MolGNet to
capture valuable chemical insights and produce interpretable representations.

These studies are summarised in Table 9. From the table, we can conclude how the integration of GNNs with
SSL in drug discovery transforms the development of therapeutic agents and makes the process more efficient and
accurate than traditional approaches.

Table 9: Literature summary of graph-based SSL approaches for drug discovery and molecular interaction networks.
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Zhang et al.
[104]

DrugVirus.info2
Database
and FDA-
approved
Virus-Drug
Associations

Minimize the distance be-
tween augmented views of
the same node and maxi-
mize the distance between
different nodes

Predicting virus-drug as-
sociations

✓ ✓ ✓

Rong et al.
[105]

10 million
unlabeled
molecules

Learn from the structural
and semantic information
of molecules

Molecular property pre-
diction

✓ ✓ ✓

Zhao et al.
[106]

Molecular
interaction
network

Maximize mutual infor-
mation between node-
level and graph-level
representations

Molecular interaction pre-
diction

✓ ✓ ✓

Wang et al.
[107]

Molecular
dataset

Predict proxy objectives
Prediction of Biochemical
properties of molecules

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Zang et al.
[72]

6 different
molecular
datasets

Reconstruct parts of the
molecular graph based
on its structure; predict
molecules features

Molecular property pre-
diction

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Li et al.
[108]

11 million
unlabeled
molecules

Learn global representa-
tions of molecules and
capture structure and
properties

Predict how effectively a
drug binds to its target.

✓ ✓ ✓

Jin et al.
[64]

DeepDR
DTI
CDataset

Learn feature representa-
tions of drugs and diseases
nodes trough data aug-
mentation

Predict potential associa-
tions between drugs and
diseases

✓ ✓ ✓

Wang et al.
[109]

DrugBank

Learn low-dimensional
representations for drugs
and diseases using meta-
path aggregation

Predict latent associations
for drugs and diseases

✓ ✓ ✓

Liu et al.
[68]

LncRNADisease
and MNDR

Learning through mask-
ing parts of the lncRNA-
disease network

Identification of potential
drugs targeting lncRNA

✓ ✓ ✓
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4.4. Discussion and Derived insights

Figure 8 provides a comparative overview of the reviewed works categorized by the SSL method. Subfigure (a)
displays the different networks used in three SSL methods: contrastive, generative, and predictive. Subfigure (b)
presents the various training strategies combined with the SSL methods.

It is evident that contrastive SSL is the most commonly used method. Its high adoption is due to its ability
to effectively learn discriminative features by contrasting positive and negative pairs. The commonly used neural
networks in contrastive SSL include simple GNN, GCN, and GAT, with GCN being the most prevalent due to
its effectiveness in leveraging local neighborhood information. Additionally, the training of this contrastive SSL
method is distributed across fine-tuning and pertaining, joint training, and unsupervised representation training.
In contrast, the generative SSL approaches primarily use GCN, along with GNN and GAE. These methods focus on
generating realistic graph data or reconstructing graphs to help understand the graph structure comprehensively.
They often involve fine-tuning and pre-training the models before fine-tuning them for specific tasks. Predictive
SSL methods often utilize URT, as generative models benefit from learning comprehensive data representations.
The Predictive SSL involves mainly GAE. These methods predict missing node attributes or future node states,
aiding in node classification and link prediction tasks. Usually, this method follows the pretraining and fine-tuning
training strategy.

(a) The prevalence of used network for various graph SSL
approaches.

(b) The prevalence of training strategy for various graph
SSL approaches.

Figure 8: Comparative overview of the reviewed works categorized by the self-supervised learning method

From the detailed review of various studies using graph SSL for healthcare applications, we can draw several
key conclusions about the benefits and advancements enabled by these applications.

• SSL in graph-based applications is highly effective in environments where there is a shortage of labeled data,
which is common in the healthcare industry due to the cost, privacy concerns, and difficulties in obtaining
complete annotations. This technique creates its own supervisory signals from the data and allows for the
efficient utilization of abundant unlabeled data.

• The applications of graph-based SSL for healthcare are vast and significant. They include improving disease
diagnosis by recognizing patterns in patient records and accelerating drug discovery by analyzing molecular
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structures and interactions. This demonstrates the versatility of graph-based SSL in addressing various crucial
healthcare tasks.

• Several studies, such as those employing RSML-GCN for drug repositioning or GATE for fMRI analysis, have
demonstrated that SSL methods generally achieve excellent performance, surpassing traditional supervised
learning models. They excel in handling complex tasks such as predicting drug-disease interactions and
diagnosing diseases using medical imaging.

• SSL is particularly useful for processing the complex, hierarchical, and multi-modal data structures commonly
found in healthcare, such as electronic health records, genetic information, and biomedical images. Techniques
like GCNs are utilized to effectively model this data, thus improving the learning of intricate patterns and
relationships.

• The widespread use of SSL contrastive methods highlights their robustness and versatility in learning effective
representations from graph data. While SSL generative methods are less common, they provide valuable
insights into the graph generation and reconstruction process. SSL predictive methods bridge the gap between
unsupervised and supervised learning by using pre-trained models for downstream tasks, thus improving
performance on specific predictions.

• SSL frameworks such as GROVER [105] demonstrate superior generalization capabilities compared to conven-
tional methods, effectively adapting to new data. This is particularly important in healthcare, where emerging
diseases and novel drug compounds frequently appear.

• Some SSL approaches incorporate mechanisms such as multi-level attention to provide insights into the model’s
decision-making process, enhancing interpretability and aiding in personalized medicine. This aspect is sig-
nificant for clinical acceptance and customizing treatments to individual needs.

• The integration of advanced neural network architectures, such as combining Transformers with GNNs, pro-
vides powerful methods to address the specific challenges in analyzing healthcare data. These integrations
enable the effective capture of local and global data dependencies.

• SSL methods offer scalability advantages by leveraging unlabeled data and enabling training on large-scale
datasets, which is increasingly important due to the expanding volumes of data generated in healthcare.

5. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

This section provides an overview of the datasets and evaluation metrics commonly used in research and applica-
tions GNNs and SSL in healthcare. The availability and quality of datasets play an essential role in the development
and validation of models, while evaluation metrics confirm their effectiveness and reliability for real-world applica-
tions.

5.1. Publicly Available Datasets

A longstanding problem in ML for healthcare is the lack of public datasets, which thwarts the replicability of re-
sults. While most of the studies conduct their evaluations on private datasets only which prevents the comparability
of existing works, we found a reasonable number of studies that reported performance on public datasets.

Table 10 provides an overview of the most commonly used datasets for supervised learning with graphs along
with a download link, in an effort to promote the use of public benchmark data in future studies. Each dataset
offers unique opportunities for researchers to explore various aspects of human health and disease. In the following,
we categorize the datasets and provide a brief description of their features and relevance.
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Clinical Data:

• MIMIC-III: This dataset encompasses de-identified health information for over 112,000 critical care unit
patients (2001-2012). It includes vital signs, medications, laboratory results, clinical notes, and more.

• MIMIC-IV: An expansion of MIMIC-III, containing de-identified electronic health records for 524,000 patients
admitted between 2008 and 2019.

• TCGA-PRAD: This standardized dataset offers comprehensive clinical data (biospecimens, DNA methylation,
proteomics) for prostate adenocarcinoma patients. It provides a rich resource for cancer research.

Imaging Data:

• REST-meta-MDD: This dataset comprises resting-state fMRI data from over 2,400 individuals, including
patients with major depressive disorder and healthy controls.

• CBIS-DDSM: This dataset contains 2,620 mammogram images with corresponding labels for regions of inter-
est, allowing researchers to develop computer-aided diagnosis tools for breast cancer.

Drug Discovery and Infectious Diseases:

• DrugVirus.info 2: This integrative portal facilitates exploration of antiviral drugs and their combinations. It
includes information on 231 drugs and 153 viruses, aiding researchers in identifying potential treatments for
emerging viral threats.

• Cdataset: This extensive resource encompasses FDA-approved medications, drugs in clinical trials, and dis-
continued drugs. It includes drug similarity networks and disease similarity networks, valuable for drug
repositioning research.

Genomics and Microbiome:

• ADHD200: This collaborative dataset provides structural and functional MRI data alongside phenotypic
information from over 900 children and adolescents with ADHD and healthy controls.

• HMDAD: This database links microbes in the human body to various diseases. It currently contains informa-
tion on 39 diseases and 292 microbes.

• Disbiome: This resource allows researchers to explore how the composition of microbes changes in various
diseases.

Molecular Data:

• Geom: This dataset features 37 million molecular conformations with energy and statistical weight annotations
for over 450,000 molecules.

• DrugBank: This comprehensive resource combines detailed drug data with drug target and drug action
information, valuable for in silico drug discovery and related research areas.

Genetic and miRNA-Disease Associations:

• OMIM: This freely available and regularly updated resource provides comprehensive information on human
genes and genetic phenotypes.
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• HMDD: This database curates experimentally validated evidence for human microRNA (miRNA) and disease
associations. It currently holds information on over 53,000 miRNA-disease associations.

Table 10: Publicly Available Graph-Based Datasets.

Name[citation] Year Number of cases Field Download Link
MIMIC-III [110] 2015 40,000 Miscellaneous physionet.org/content/mimiciii/
MIMIC-IV [111] 2023 60,000 Miscellaneous mimic.mit.edu

TCGA-PRAD [112] 2012 500 Prostate cancer gdc.cancer.gov/TCGA-PRAD
REST-meta-MDD [113] 2017 2,428 Major depressive disorder rfmri.org/REST-meta-MDD

CBIS-DDSM [114] 2017 1,566 Breast cancer cbis-ddsm-breast-cancer-dataset
DrugVirus.info 2 [115] 2022 - Viral diseases drugvirus.info

TUdataset [116] 2020 - Miscellaneous chrsmrrs.github.io
ADHD200 [117] 2016 947 ADHD preprocessed-connectomes-project.org
HMDAD [118] 2016 - Miscellaneous www.cuilab.cn/hmdad
Disbiome [119] 2018 - Miscellaneous disbiome.ugent.be/home

AD1 & PTSD11 &
ADHD1 & ASD1 [120]

2018 1,124 Brain-based disorders github.com/xinyuzhao/

AD2 & PTSD12 &
ADHD2 & ASD2 [121]

2019 2,137 Brain-based disorders github.com/pradlanka/malini

Cdataset [122] 2014 - - github.com/bioinfomaticsCSU
GEOM [123] 2022 - - github.com/learningmatter-mit/geom

DrugBank [124] 2006 - - go.drugbank.com
OMIM [125] 1994 - Genetic disorders www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/omim
HMDD [126] 2007 - miRNA related-diseases www.cuilab.cn/hmdd

5.2. Proprietary and Confidential Datasets

While public datasets provide valuable insights, private datasets offer unique opportunities to explore more
specific and sensitive medical conditions. These datasets, though not publicly accessible, have been instrumental
in advancing SSL techniques. Table 11 outlines a comprehensive list of all datasets that were applied.

Table 11: Private Graph-Based Datasets (NGN: No Given Name).

Name [ref] Description Contact email
UCLA [127] A prostate biopsy dataset containing 20,229 slides from prostate needle

biopsies of 830 patients pre- or post-diagnosis
jiayunli@g.ucla.edu

Cedars-Sinai [128] A dataset consisting of 30 slides from prostatectomies of 30 patients,
which were annotated with coarse contour annotations

Arkadiusz.Gerytch@cshs.org

NGN [94] A breast histopathology dataset comprising 78 digital whole-slide images
obtained by scanning tissue specimens from 63 patients which are cate-
gorized into four classes: benign, atypia, in situ carcinoma, and invasive
carcinoma

saksoy@cs.bilkent.edu.tr

NGN [102] A collection of 85,965 electronic medical records from 31 animal hospitals
transformed to a knowledge graph

ojlee@catholic.ac.kr

US FDA [104] A manually collected FDA-approved drugs for the treatment of viral in-
fectious diseases up until October 2022, constituting a dataset of 142
virus-drug associations between 111 drugs and 16 viruses

liguangdi@csu.edu.cn

GATH [81] A real-world EHR dataset from a Grade A tertiary hospital in China in-
cluding patient information from long-term follow-up over a period of 5
years

xuyx@stu.pku.edu.cn
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5.3. Evaluation Metrics

Graph SSL models are assessed using different metrics depending on the task. For graph classification, common
metrics include ROC-AUC and accuracy, which evaluate the model’s ability to classify graphs into different classes.
On the other hand, for graph regression tasks, metrics like Mean Absolute Error (MAE) are used to gauge the
model’s accuracy in predicting continuous values associated with graphs.

In certain studies, these metrics are determined by performing k-fold cross-validation. This involves splitting
the dataset into k folds, training the model on k-1 folds, and evaluating it on the remaining fold. The process is
repeated k times, and the average performance across all folds is reported as the final result. For instance, Zhang
et al. [104] adopted this approach with k equal to 5.

When evaluating multi-label diagnosis prediction models, previous studies [81] have used various performance
measures, such as micro-averaged and macro-averaged areas under the ROC curve (AUROC) and areas under the
precision-recall curve (AUPRC).

Beyond metrics like micro-AUROC and macro-AUPRC, other evaluation tools are employed for specific tasks.
For prediction tasks, the Dice score [129] measures the overlap between predicted and actual outcomes. In seg-
mentation tasks, the Concordance index (C-index) [101] assesses how well the model ranks patients based on their
predicted risk, especially when dealing with censored data.

To futher assess the developed models’ capacity to cluster various classes, visual evaluation metrics were utilized.
The research in [108] employed the Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP), a dimensionality
reduction technique, to project the high-dimensional representations extracted from the final layer of the pre-
trained MolGNet into a 2D space. This enabled the visualization of both valid and invalid molecule representations,
facilitating a qualitative evaluation of the model’s clustering performance.

6. Challenges and Limitations

Creating effective graph SSL approaches for healthcare applications has several challenges and limitations. These
difficulties may be divided into five primary categories: computational efficiency and scalability, generalizability of
models, handling incomplete and irregular data, ethical and legal considerations, methodological innovations, and
theoretical foundations. We will discuss these categories in more depth in the following sections.

6.1. Heterogeneous Node Types and Relations

A significant limitation of current graph-based SSL methods in healthcare lies in their assumption of homo-
geneous graph structures. This means that nodes and edges are often treated as identical entities, disregarding
the inherent diversity and complexity of real-world healthcare data. For instance, in a medical knowledge graph,
entities like genes, proteins, drugs, and diseases may have distinct properties and relationships.

When faced with such heterogeneous data, traditional graph neural networks may struggle to effectively capture
the underlying patterns and dependencies. This can lead to suboptimal performance and limited generalization
capabilities. As a result, the models may fail to accurately predict disease outcomes, identify drug targets, or
recommend personalized treatment plans.

6.2. Scalability and Computational Efficiency

One of the biggest challenges related to the adoption of graph SSL in healthcare is related to scalability and
computational efficiency. Healthcare datasets can occasionally be found in extremely large and intricate forms,
with millions of linked data points. Such large-scale graphs demand an enormous amount of computational power
to process. The incremental learning strategies can be employed in this situation to update models dynamically as
new data becomes available [130]. This approach will mitigate the need to reprocess the entire dataset, therefore
enhancing computational efficiency.
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6.3. Generalizability of Models

Generally, models learned from specific demographic data do not perform well on other groups, which leads
to biased medical predictions and treatments. Additionally, healthcare data vary significantly across different
institutions and populations, making it difficult for models to generalize well across different settings. To handle
such a challenge, graph SSL models have to be tested across diverse datasets to ensure they generalize well. Besides,
leveraging techniques like domain adaptation aids in developing more flexible models.

6.4. Handling of Irregular, Noisy and Incomplete Data

Missing data is common for healthcare data, where some records have missing or incomplete values. This
restriction makes it more difficult to train reliable models. Conversely, data collected in non-uniform time intervals,
which is common in clinical settings, pose challenges for standard graph modeling techniques. Incomplete or missing
data can be handled using probabilistic models [131] and imputation techniques [132]. Graph-based SSL methods
can be also sensitive to noise, which is common in healthcare datasets.

6.5. Methodological Innovations

Advanced methodological innovations are needed in graph SSL, especially related to pretext tasks for complex
graphs and graph augmentation strategies. A limited set of graph-specific pretext tasks addresses the complexities of
different kinds of graphs like temporal dynamics and relational data [63, 133]. Unlike image data, the augmentation
techniques for graphs are limited. The basic graph augmentation techniques involve simple manipulations like
adding or removing nodes and edges. There is a need for more sophisticated and empirically validated augmentation
strategies that align with the complex, non-Euclidean nature of graph data.

6.6. Ethical and Legal Issues

Data privacy is one of the foremost challenges in adopting graph-based SSL in healthcare. Developing such
models often requires access to detailed patient data, which raises concerns about privacy and data protection.
Employing recent technologies like differential privacy [134] or federated learning [135] to protect patient data is
presented as a promising solution.

Moreover, there is a pressing demand for high levels of model interpretability to understand the output in
healthcare. This can be challenging with complex graph-based models that are often black boxes. Developing
methods for model explainability and ensuring that outputs are interpretable to practitioners [136] are in need.

7. Future Directions and Trends

SSL is advancing rapidly in the healthcare industry. In this section, we highlight a number of significant issues
that might reflect future developments and trends in this study area.

7.1. Potential of Self-supervised Learning in Emerging Healthcare Domains

SSL is poised to revolutionize emerging healthcare fields, such as personalized medicine, continuous health
tracking, and digital health aids. By harnessing large volumes of unlabeled health data, SSL can help create more
precise and customized patient care choices, enhance disease progression prediction models, and reinforce remote
health monitoring technologies.
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7.2. Integration with Other AI Techniques

Combining SSL with additional AI methods such as reinforcement learning, transfer learning, and federated
learning can significantly enhance the effectiveness and performance of healthcare models. For example, integrating
SSL with reinforcement learning can improve treatment protocols in real time. Likewise, pairing SSL with federated
learning allows for the development of models that uphold patient confidentiality while learning from diverse health
data sources.

A promising avenue for future research lies in the integration of large language models (LLMs) with graph-based
SSL methods. LLMs have emerged as a powerful tool, demonstrating exceptional performance in the healthcare
domain [137, 138, 139]. With their ability to process and generate human-quality text, they can enhance the
interpretability and clinical utility of graph-based models. By leveraging the strengths of both paradigms, more
powerful and insightful healthcare solutions can be developed. For instance, LLMs can be employed to gener-
ate comprehensive and understandable explanations for model predictions, facilitating trust and adoption among
healthcare professionals. Additionally, LLMs can assist in knowledge discovery and hypothesis generation by analyz-
ing large-scale medical literature and identifying novel relationships between entities. By combining the structural
understanding of graph-based models with the semantic capabilities of LLMs, new insights can be unlocked to
accelerate medical research.

7.3. Addressing the Challenges of Big Data in Healthcare

As healthcare data volumes continue to rapidly expand, SSL techniques need to adapt to effectively manage
and analyze this big data. This challenge involves handling large datasets and extracting valuable insights. Future
studies should prioritize the development of scalable SSL algorithms capable of processing and identifying significant
patterns from extensive and complex datasets, potentially in real time.

7.4. Integration of Multimodal Data

Leveraging a self-supervised framework to integrate diverse multimodal data sources holds substantial promise in
advancing diagnostic models within the healthcare domain. By fusing graph data with imaging, textual, and tabular
data, we can create more comprehensive and nuanced representations, ultimately leading to improved accuracy and
efficacy of these models in clinical decision-making and patient care.

A potential approach is to utilize a self-supervised learning framework to pre-train a multimodal model on a
large corpus of unlabeled medical data. This pre-training phase can help the model learn to extract meaningful
representations from diverse data modalities, such as medical images, clinical notes, and genomic data. Subsequently,
the pre-trained model can be fine-tuned on specific downstream tasks, such as disease diagnosis or drug discovery.

By leveraging self-supervised learning, we can address several challenges in healthcare data analysis, including
data scarcity, label noise, and the need for domain-specific knowledge. Additionally, this approach can enable the
development of more robust and generalizable models that can adapt to new and emerging data sources.

7.5. Data Privacy and Ethical Considerations

Advancements in ML and DL are revolutionizing healthcare. They have transformed healthcare delivery, with
electronic health records, medical imaging, and digital health services becoming increasingly prevalent. They
promise a new era of efficiency, accessibility, and personalized care. However, they request seamless data collection
and analysis for research, public health management, and addressing global health challenges which bring complex
ethical challenges.

First, to ensure patient trust and well-being, data privacy and informed consent are paramount. This includes
safeguarding the confidentiality and security of patients’ personal health information (PHI) [140, 141]. Data breaches
pose a grave threat, potentially causing immense damage to individuals’ privacy, dignity, and financial well-being.

Ensuring robust data privacy necessitates a multifaceted approach, encompassing:
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• Protection from Unauthorized Access and Misuse: PHI must be shielded from unauthorized access and po-
tential misuse by implementing stringent access controls and clear data governance protocols.

• Data Security Measures: Rigorous data security measures, such as encryption and intrusion detection systems,
are crucial to safeguard PHI from cyberattacks and data breaches.

• Confidentiality: Maintaining the confidentiality of PHI is paramount. Healthcare providers and organizations
have a fundamental ethical and legal obligation to keep patient information confidential.

• Responsible data sharing: Key measures need to be taken into consideration when sharing PHIs such as
de-identifying the data, utilizing secure file transfer protocols (e.g., SFTP), conducting regular security audits
to identify and addressing potential vulnerabilities..

Furthermore, patient autonomy and control over their data are essential. This entails ensuring patients are:

• Informed: Patients have the right to be comprehensively informed about how their PHI will be used, who will
have access to it, and the associated risks and benefits of utilizing digital health services.

• Empowered: Patients should be empowered to make informed decisions regarding the use of their PHI. This
includes the right to grant, withhold, or withdraw consent for data collection and usage.

Finally, the integration of ethical principles into data management is imperative to preclude legal and ethical
complications. Implementing robust data governance frameworks can help healthcare organizations comply with
regulations and mitigate risks. To address these challenges and safeguard individual privacy, a significant number
of regulatory frameworks have been established worldwide. These include, for instance:

• General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) in Europe [142]: This regulation outlines stringent data protec-
tion requirements for organizations processing personal data within the European Union.

• Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) in the USA [143]: HIPAA establishes national
standards for protecting the privacy of individually identifiable health information.

• Personal Information Protection and Electronic Documents Act (PIPEDA) in Canada [144]: PIPEDA governs
the collection, use, and disclosure of personal information in the course of commercial activities.

By adopting a comprehensive and ethically sound approach to data privacy, healthcare providers can ensure
patient trust and navigate the evolving digital healthcare landscape responsibly.

8. Conclusion

The healthcare field has significantly benefited from the evolution of AI. In recent years, graph-based SSL
has emerged as a powerful technique, demonstrating exceptional performance in handling complex and unlabeled
datasets, especially in medical contexts. In this comprehensive review, we investigate the state-of-the-art devel-
opments in graph learning algorithms in healthcare, particularly graph-based SSL, and explore its transformative
applications across various healthcare sectors, including disease prediction, medical imaging, and drug discovery.
We highlight potential challenges, limitations, and future research directions.

It has been demonstrated that this approach is strong in managing complex interactions found in healthcare
datasets, highlighting its advantages over conventional supervised learning techniques in different applications.
Using graph-based SSL in healthcare settings points to a move toward more patient-specific, efficient, and data-
driven methods. Graph-based SSL helps to provide more accurate diagnoses and customized treatment. With

35



less dependence on huge labeled datasets, SSL provides new research prospects for examining disease causes and
possible treatments.

As graph-based SSL continues to evolve, its impact on healthcare is expected to grow and change both the medical
research methodologies and clinical operations. While several challenges like data security, models interpretability,
and seamlessly incorporating them into current healthcare practices persist, the potential advantages of graph-
based SSL highlight its importance for continuous investment and development. Future research should address
these challenges, improve graph-based SSL techniques, and validate their effectiveness in real-world healthcare
settings.
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