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Abstract
The challenge in computational biology and drug discovery lies in
creating comprehensive representations of proteins and molecules
that capture their intrinsic properties and interactions. Traditional
methods often focus on unimodal data, such as protein sequences
or molecular structures, limiting their ability to capture complex
biochemical relationships. This work enhances these representa-
tions by integrating biochemical reactions encompassing interac-
tions between molecules and proteins. By leveraging reaction data
alongside pre-trained embeddings from state-of-the-art protein and
molecule models, we develop ReactEmbed, a novel method that
creates a unified embedding space through contrastive learning. We
evaluate ReactEmbed across diverse tasks, including drug-target
interaction, protein-protein interaction, protein property predic-
tion, and molecular property prediction, consistently surpassing
all current state-of-the-art models. Notably, we showcase ReactEm-
bed’s practical utility through successful implementation in lipid
nanoparticle-based drug delivery, enabling zero-shot prediction
of blood-brain barrier permeability for protein-nanoparticle com-
plexes. The code and comprehensive database of reaction pairs are
available for open use at GitHub.

Keywords
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1 Introduction
Traditional protein and molecule representation approaches have
predominantly focused on unimodal data sources. For proteins,
methods like ESM-3 [12], ProtBERT [1], and GearNet [34] have
achieved remarkable success by leveraging either sequence or struc-
tural information. Similarly, molecular representationmethods such
as MolFormer [29] and MolCLR [31] have demonstrated strong per-
formance using SMILES strings or graph-based approaches. How-
ever, these unimodal approaches often fail to capture biochemical
interactions’ complex, dynamic nature. Proteins and molecules op-
erate within intricate biological networks, where their functions
are determined by their individual properties and interactions with
other entities. This limitation becomes particularly evident in tasks
requiring cross-domain understanding, such as drug-target interac-
tion prediction or protein-protein interaction analysis.

To tackle this challenge, we present ReactEmbed, a novel method-
ology designed to enhance protein and molecular representations

© 2025

by incorporating biochemical reaction data into pre-trained embed-
dings. Our approach constructs a reaction graph by transforming
biochemical reactions into a weighted, undirected graph, where the
edge weights capture the co-occurrence of proteins and molecules
within the same biochemical reaction. We propose a cross-domain
contrastive learning framework to align pre-trained protein and
molecule embeddings within a unified representation space. We
leverage the aligned embedding space to enable zero-shot predic-
tion, allowing models trained on one domain (e.g., molecules) to
be directly applied to entities from another domain (e.g., proteins)
without the need for paired training data.

We evaluate ReactEmbed across diverse tasks spanning molec-
ular properties, protein characteristics, and various biochemical
interactions. Our results demonstrate consistent improvements over
state-of-the-art baselines, with a powerful performance in tasks
requiring cross-domain understanding. The method shows remark-
able robustness to data quality variations and maintains strong
performance even with reduced training data.

Our platform has been successfully integrated into the Targeted
Drug Delivery and Personalized Medicine Laboratory, where it
addresses a critical challenge in neurodegenerative disease treat-
ment. The primary obstacle lies in developing an effective delivery
mechanism to cross the blood-brain barrier (BBB) while encap-
sulating therapeutic monoclonal antibodies (mAbs). The labora-
tory focuses on developing lipid nanoparticle (LNP) formulations
combined with specific proteins, creating LNP-protein complexes
designed to facilitate BBB penetration. A significant challenge in
this domain stems from the asymmetric nature of available data:
while extensive datasets exist for small molecule BBB permeability,
protein-based transport data is limited to a small set of known
BBB-crossing proteins. Moreover, predicting the BBB permeability
of protein-LNP complexes presents an unprecedented challenge,
as existing models cannot effectively represent or analyze such
hybrid structures. We leverage ReactEmbed’s unified embedding
space to address these limitations and enable zero-shot transfer
learning from molecular BBB permeability data to protein-LNP
complexes. Our computational analysis identified transferrin as the
optimal protein candidate for LNP modification, leading to subse-
quent experimental validation. Initial in vivo studies demonstrated
remarkable efficacy: transferrin-decorated brain-targeted liposomes
achieved a sevenfold increase in mAb concentration within brain
cells compared to conventional delivery methods. This enhanced
delivery system successfully reduced alpha-synuclein aggregation
and neuroinflammation while improving mouse models’ behavioral
motor function and learning ability. These results validate ReactEm-
bed’s predictive accuracy and demonstrate its practical impact in
advancing therapeutic strategies for neurodegenerative diseases.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

18
27

8v
2 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 6

 F
eb

 2
02

5

https://github.com/amitaysicherman/ReactEmbed


Amitay Sicherman and Kira Radinsky

Figure 1: Overview of the ReactEmbed framework. Left: Example conversion of a toy reaction dataset containing four biochem-
ical reactions into a weighted reaction graph, where edge weights represent the co-occurrence frequency of entities. Middle:
The ReactEmbed model architecture shows how domain-specific pre-trained embeddings are projected into a unified space
using P2U (Protein to Unified) and M2U (Molecule to Unified) transformations. Right: Illustration of triplet generation for
contrastive learning, where for a given protein anchor, we show both intra-domain negative sampling (another protein) and
cross-domain negative sampling (a molecule), with the loss function working to minimize the distance to positive examples
while maximizing distance to negatives.

Themain contributions of this work are threefold: (1 )We propose
ReactEmbed, a novel method that integrates biochemical reaction
data with pre-trained embeddings to enhance representations of
proteins and molecules through a unified embedding space; (2) We
demonstrate robust performance across various tasks and present
comprehensive ablation studies showing strong resilience to data
quality variations and reduced training data; (3) We validate Re-
actEmbed’s practical utility through successful implementation in
LNP-based drug delivery, where it enables accurate zero-shot pre-
diction of blood-brain barrier permeability for protein-nanoparticle
complexes. To facilitate broader adoption and further development,
we have made both the ReactEmbed code and our comprehensive
database of reaction pairs openly available1.

2 Related Work
Prior research in computational biology and drug discovery has
established several approaches for representing biological entities,
primarily focusing on proteins and molecules. We review key de-
velopments in these areas to contextualize our work.

2.1 Representation Learning in Proteins
Protein representation learning has evolved along two main paths:
sequence-based and structure-based approaches. Sequence-based
methods apply transformer architectures to treat protein sequences
as a specialized language, while structure-based approaches incor-
porate three-dimensional protein information.

Sequence-based Protein Language Models. Significant advances in
protein language models have been seen in recent years, with
transformer-based architectures leading the way. Notable develop-
ments include ProteinBERT [1] and ProtTrans[7], which adapted
BERT[5] for protein sequences, and the ESM model family [12, 16,
27], which demonstrated the benefits of scale in protein modeling.
These models have shown remarkable success in capturing local

1https://github.com/amitaysicherman/ReactEmbed

and long-range protein interactions, establishing new benchmarks
in protein property prediction tasks.

Structure-based Representation Learning. Following AlphaFold’s
[15] breakthrough in protein structure prediction, structure-based
representation learning has gained prominence. Models like Gear-
Net [34] have introduced novel architectures for capturing protein
structure through graph-based approaches. Various methods have
emerged to better model protein geometry and structural relation-
ships [8, 13, 14], highlighting the importance of three-dimensional
information in protein understanding.

2.2 Representation Learning in Molecules
Molecular representation learning has developed parallel to pro-
tein representations, with approaches broadly categorized into
sequence-based and graph-based methods.

Sequence-Based Approaches. Sequence-based molecular modeling
has evolved from basic SMILES string processing to sophisticated
transformer architectures. Recent advances include ChemBERTa
[2] and MolFormer [29], demonstrating large-scale pretraining’s
effectiveness for molecular property prediction.

Graph-Based Approaches. Graph-based methods have emerged as a
natural way to represent molecular structures. Key developments
include the introduction of graph convolutional networks for molec-
ular fingerprinting [6] and Message Passing Neural Networks [9].
MolCLR [31] advanced this field through self-supervised learning
techniques.

Our work, ReactEmbed, builds upon these foundations by intro-
ducing a novel framework that integrates both protein and molec-
ular representations through biochemical reaction data. Unlike
previous single-domain approaches, we create a unified embedding
space that preserves domain-specific features while enabling cross-
domain understanding, providing a more comprehensive view of
biological interactions.

2
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3 ReactEmbed: A Cross-Domain Protein and
Molecular Embeddings

ReactEmbed is a novel method designed to enhance and align pro-
tein and molecule representations by integrating biochemical re-
action data with pre-trained embeddings while simultaneously
enabling zero-shot cross-domain predictions through a unified em-
bedding space, as illustrated in Figure 1.

3.1 Methodology
3.1.1 Method Overview and Objectives. Given sets of proteins P
and moleculesM, along with a database of reactions R, ReactEm-
bed enhances individual protein andmolecule representationswhile
enabling cross-domain predictions through a two-phase approach.
First, we construct a comprehensive weighted reaction graph that
captures the relationships between biological entities, as detailed
in Section 3.1.2. This graph represents protein-protein interactions,
protein-molecule bindings, and molecule-molecule associations,
with edge weights reflecting interaction frequencies. Second, we
leverage this graph through a cross-domain contrastive learning
framework (Sections 3.1.3), which employs carefully designed sam-
pling strategies to preserve domain-specific information while
learning cross-domain relationships. Algorithm 1 summarizes our
methodology.

Algorithm 1 Cross-Domain Protein and Molecule Embedding
Require: Reaction dataset R, Proteins P, MoleculesM
Require: Pre-trained embedders 𝐸𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑒 , 𝐸𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒
Require: MLPs: P2U (Protein to Unified), M2U (Molecule to Unified)
Ensure: Unified embeddings 𝐸𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑑
1: /* Phase 1: Graph Construction */
2: Initialize empty graph𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸,𝑊 ) where𝑉 = 𝑉𝑝 ∪𝑉𝑚
3: for each reaction 𝑟 ∈ R do
4: Extract entities 𝐸𝑟 from reaction
5: for each pair (𝑒𝑖 , 𝑒 𝑗 ) ∈ 𝐸𝑟 × 𝐸𝑟 do
6: 𝑊 (𝑒𝑖 , 𝑒 𝑗 ) ←𝑊 (𝑒𝑖 , 𝑒 𝑗 ) + 1
7: end for
8: end for
9: /* Phase 2: Contrastive Learning */
10: while not converged do
11: Sample edge 𝑒 (𝑣1, 𝑣2 ) with prob. ∝𝑊 (𝑒 )
12: W.l.o.g, assume 𝑣1 ∈ P, 𝑣2 ∈ M
13: ℎ𝑝 ← 𝑃2𝑈 (𝐸𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑒 (𝑣1 ) )
14: ℎ𝑚 ← 𝑀2𝑈 (𝐸𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒 (𝑣2 ) )
15: Sample intra-domain negative 𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑎 ∈ P
16: Sample cross-domain negative 𝑛𝑐𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠 ∈ M
17: ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑎 ← 𝑃2𝑈 (𝐸𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑒 (𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑎 ) )
18: ℎ𝑐𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠 ← 𝑀2𝑈 (𝐸𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒 (𝑛𝑐𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠 ) )
19: L𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 ← 𝛼L(ℎ𝑝 , ℎ𝑚, ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑎 ) + (1 − 𝛼 )L(ℎ𝑝 , ℎ𝑚, ℎ𝑐𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠 )
20: end while

return Trained P2U, M2U

3.1.2 Reaction-to-GraphConversion. The first key step in ourmethod
is converting the reaction dataset into a weighted, undirected graph
𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸,𝑊 ) where𝑉 = 𝑉𝑝 ∪𝑉𝑚 represents both protein and mol-
ecule nodes (Algorithm 1, line 2), 𝐸 contains edges of four types

(protein-protein, protein-molecule, molecule-protein, and molecule-
molecule), and𝑊 : 𝐸 → R+ assigns weights to edges based on
co-occurrence frequency.

For each reaction 𝑟 with entities 𝐸𝑟 (Algorithm 1, lines 3-7), we
update the graph weights as:

𝑊 (𝑒𝑖 , 𝑒 𝑗 ) =
∑︁
𝑟 ∈R
⊮[𝑒𝑖 , 𝑒 𝑗 ∈ 𝐸𝑟 ] (1)

where ⊮ is the indicator function. This process creates a comprehen-
sive representation of all biochemical interactions in our dataset.

3.1.3 Cross-Domain Learning Framework. We leverage theweighted
reaction graph to train aligned embeddings through contrastive
learning while preserving domain-specific relationships. Starting
with frozen pre-trained embedding functions:

𝐸
𝑝
pre : P → R𝑑𝑝

𝐸𝑚pre :M → R𝑑𝑚

These embeddings are projected into a shared space using train-
able MLPs (Algorithm 1, lines 13,14,17,18):

𝐸shared (𝑥) =
{
𝑃2𝑈 (𝐸𝑝pre (𝑥)), if 𝑥 ∈ P
𝑀2𝑈 (𝐸𝑚pre (𝑥)), if 𝑥 ∈ M

(2)

Our training employs a balanced approach optimizing both intra-
domain and cross-domain relationships (Algorithm 1, line 19):

Ltotal = 𝛼Lintra + (1 − 𝛼)Lcross (3)

Using a margin-based triplet loss:

Lintra/cross =
∑︁

(𝑥𝑎,𝑥𝑝 ,𝑥𝑛 )
max(0,𝑚 + 𝑑 (𝑥𝑎, 𝑥𝑝 ) − 𝑑 (𝑥𝑎, 𝑥𝑛)) (4)

The core of our training process lies in a dual negative sam-
pling strategy (Algorithm 1, lines 15-16) that enables simultaneous
learning of both intra-domain and cross-domain relationships. For
each anchor-positive pair, we generate triples by sampling nega-
tive examples both from within the anchor’s domain and from the
opposite domain. For example, given a protein 𝑃1 connected to a
molecule𝑀1, with 𝑃1 as anchor, we generate:

(𝑃1, 𝑀1, 𝑃2) and (𝑃1, 𝑀1, 𝑀2)

where 𝑃2 and 𝑀2 are randomly selected entities with no docu-
mented interaction with 𝑃1.

3.2 Zero-Shot Cross-Domain Prediction
ReactEmbed’s unified embedding space enables zero-shot cross-
domain predictions. This capability allows models trained on one
domain to make predictions about entities from another domain
without requiring paired training data. The zero-shot prediction
operates through three key steps, as illustrated in Figure 2:

3.2.1 Embedding Space Alignment. First, ReactEmbed aligns pro-
tein and molecule representations in the shared embedding space
through the P2U and M2U transformations. These transformations
preserve the structural and functional information from the pre-
trained embeddings while ensuring that entities with similar bio-
chemical roles are proximal in the shared space. Crucially, this
alignment maintains the relative distances between functionally
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Figure 2: Zero-shot cross-domain prediction framework for
blood-brain barrier permeability (BBBP). Top: Traditional
BBBP dataset containing molecular data and their BBB pene-
tration labels. Center: ReactEmbed converts molecules into
a unified protein-molecule embedding space, where a classi-
fication model is trained on the molecular BBBP data. Bot-
tom: Zero-shot prediction - given a new protein, ReactEmbed
projects it into the unified space where the trained classifier
can make BBB permeability predictions without requiring
protein-specific training data.

related entities across domains, enabling meaningful cross-domain
comparisons.

3.2.2 Single-Domain Training. In the second step, we train a task-
specific classifier or regressor using entities from a single domain.
For example, when predicting blood-brain barrier permeability, we
train the model using only molecular data:

𝑓𝐵𝐵𝐵𝑃 : 𝐸𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑑 (𝑚) → {0, 1}, 𝑚 ∈ M (5)
where 𝐸𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑑 (𝑚) represents the unified embedding of molecule

𝑚, and 𝑓𝐵𝐵𝐵𝑃 is the trained classifier.

3.2.3 Cross-Domain Application. Finally, we can apply the trained
model directly to entities from the other domain by leveraging the
aligned embedding space:

𝑓𝐵𝐵𝐵𝑃 (𝐸𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑑 (𝑝)), 𝑝 ∈ P (6)
This transfer is possible because our contrastive learning ap-

proach ensures that functionally similar entities cluster in the
shared space, regardless of their origin domain.

Section 7 demonstrates the real-world application of this zero-
shot capability in designing protein-nanoparticle complexes for
enhanced blood-brain barrier penetration, where we successfully

transfer knowledge from molecular permeability data to protein-
based drug delivery systems.

3.3 Prediction Phase
ReactEmbed utilizes graph representations solely during the train-
ing phase, not during inference. While Graph Neural Networks
(GNNs) are effective for graph-based data, they typically require
complete knowledge of all entity interactions at prediction time.
This approach is not feasible, as reaction datasets only include a
small subset of all known proteins and molecules. To address this,
ReactEmbed generates predictions using the pre-trained embed-
dings of individual entities without relying on the graph structure.
This allows the model to predict any protein or molecule, even
those not in the training data. This flexibility is crucial for real-
world applications, where interaction data is often incomplete or
unavailable.

4 Empirical Evaluation
4.1 Tasks
To rigorously evaluate ReactEmbed’s efficacy, we conducted exper-
iments across various diverse tasks in computational biology and
drug discovery. These tasks span four primary areas: molecular
properties, protein characteristics, protein-protein interactions, and
molecule-protein interactions. This follows previous works that
employed similar evaluation tasks to benchmark models in these
domains [1, 3, 12, 26, 29, 31, 31, 33, 34]

For molecule-protein interaction prediction, we evaluated three
benchmark datasets: DrugBank [32] focused on drug-target inter-
action prediction, and BindingDB [17] and PDBBind [18], which
provide binding affinity measurements. These datasets enable as-
sessment of our model’s ability to capture molecule-protein inter-
actions at varying specificity and binding strength levels.

For protein-protein interaction prediction, we utilized three com-
plementary datasets: HumanPPI [24] and YeastPPI [11], which eval-
uate interaction prediction capabilities across human and yeast
organisms, respectively; and PPIAffinity [22], which provides quan-
titative measurements of binding strength between protein pairs.
This combination comprehensively evaluates our model’s protein-
protein interaction prediction capabilities.

For protein property prediction, we evaluated our model on four
distinct datasets: BetaLactamase [10], which measures activity val-
ues of TEM-1 beta-lactamase protein first-order mutants; Stability
[28], which quantifies protein stability under natural conditions;
Fluorescence [30], which assesses fitness values of green fluores-
cent protein mutants; and GeneOntology-CC [4], which focuses
on cellular component classification. These datasets collectively
test our model’s ability to capture sequence-function relationships
across diverse protein properties.

Formolecular property prediction, we evaluated three key datasets:
BBBP [21], which measures blood-brain barrier penetration; Free-
Solv [23], which examines hydration free energy of small molecules
in water; and CEP [20], which estimates photovoltaic efficiency
through the Harvard Clean Energy Project. These datasets enable
a comprehensive assessment of our model’s capability to predict
various physicochemical properties of molecules.
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Each task provides unique challenges and evaluates different
aspects of our model’s representations, from specific molecular
properties to complex biomolecular interactions. This diverse set
of benchmarks allows us to comprehensively assess ReactEmbed’s
performance across computational biology and drug discovery ap-
plications.

4.2 Baseline Methods
We carefully selected pre-trained embedding models that have
demonstrated state-of-the-art performance in their respective do-
mains to establish strong baselines and provide high-quality initial
embeddings for our reaction-based contextual learning approach.
For protein representation, we employed ESM-3 [12], a powerful
sequence-based model with 600M parameters that achieves SOTA
performance on protein structure prediction and function annota-
tion tasks. We also utilized ProtBERT [1] (420M parameters), which
excels in protein classification tasks, and GearNet [34], which has
shown superior performance in structure-based protein property
prediction despite its more compact size (20M parameters).

For molecular representation, we chose MolFormer [29], which
has established new SOTA benchmarks for molecular property pre-
diction across multiple datasets using its sequence-based approach
(50M parameters). We complemented this with MolCLR [31], a
lightweight structure-based model (2M parameters) that achieves
competitive performance on 3Dmolecular property prediction tasks
through its contrastive learning approach.

These models were selected not only for their strong perfor-
mance but also for their complementary strengths: they span both
sequence and structure-based approaches, with embedding dimen-
sions ranging from 512 to 3,072, enabling us to evaluate ReactEm-
bed’s effectiveness across different representation paradigms. Each
model has demonstrated SOTA results in specific aspects of biolog-
ical or chemical prediction tasks, providing a robust foundation for
our cross-domain integration approach.

4.3 Evaluation Methodology
Following the evaluation protocol established in preview works
[26, 33], we assess the quality of our learned representations us-
ing a linear probing approach. We train a single linear layer for
each downstream task on top of the frozen embeddings, using the
AdamW optimizer with a learning rate of 1e-3 and batch size of 256.
Training continues until convergence on the validation set, and we
report results on the held-out test set.

5 Empirical Results
Tables 1,2 presents comprehensive evaluation results of ReactEm-
bed across 11 diverse downstream tasks, comparing different com-
binations of protein models (ESM3, GearNet, ProtBert) and mole-
cule models (MolCLR, MolFormer). Our evaluation demonstrates
that ReactEmbed achieves state-of-the-art performance across all
benchmark tasks, consistently surpassing existing baselines with
statistically significant margins. Moreover, even for configurations
that do not achieve SOTA results for specific tasks, ReactEmbed
improvements are statistically significant (𝑝 < 0.05) across most
configurations, showing ReactEmbed’s effectiveness over existing

Table 1: Evaluation of ReactEmbed against pre-trained baselines
for regression tasks, using Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) as the
evaluation metric (lower is better). The Δ% values show the abso-
lute change and relative percentage improvement compared to the
pre-trained baseline, where positive values indicate improvement
(reduction in RMSE). Best results for each dataset are in bold, and
underlined results indicate statistically significant improvements
(𝑝 < 0.05) compared to the corresponding baseline.

Protein Molecular ReactEmbed Baseline Δ%
Model Model

FreeSolv

ESM3 MolCLR 4.29 4.26 -0.03 (-0.7%)
MoLFormer 2.85 3.12 0.27 (8.65%)

GearNet MolCLR 4.21 4.26 0.05 (1.2%)
MoLFormer 2.91 3.12 0.21 (6.73%)

ProtBert MolCLR 4.21 4.26 0.05 (1.17%)
MoLFormer 2.92 3.12 0.2 (6.41%)

CEP

ESM3 MolCLR 1.99 2.02 0.03 (1.49%)
MoLFormer 1.64 1.68 0.04 (2.38%)

GearNet MolCLR 2.01 2.02 0.01 (0.5%)
MoLFormer 1.63 1.68 0.05 (2.98%)

ProtBert MolCLR 1.99 2.02 0.03 (1.49%)
MoLFormer 1.62 1.68 0.06 (3.57%)

BetaLactamase

ESM3 MolCLR 0.26 0.32 0.06 (18.75%)
MoLFormer 0.26 0.32 0.06 (18.75%)

ProtBert MolCLR 0.29 0.32 0.03 (9.38%)
MoLFormer 0.31 0.32 0.01 (3.13%)

Stability

ESM3 MolCLR 0.44 0.45 0.01 (2.27%)
MoLFormer 0.43 0.45 0.02 (4.44%)

GearNet MolCLR 0.54 0.64 0.1 (15.6%)
MoLFormer 0.55 0.64 0.09 (14.06%)

ProtBert MolCLR 0.53 0.53 0 (0%)
MoLFormer 0.51 0.53 0.02 (3.77%)

BindingDB

ESM3 MolCLR 1.28 1.48 0.20 (13.51%)
MoLFormer 1.21 1.40 0.19 (13.57%)

GearNet MolCLR 1.28 1.45 0.17 (11.72%)
MoLFormer 1.20 1.36 0.16 (11.76%)

ProtBert MolCLR 1.24 1.41 0.17 (12.06%)
MoLFormer 1.17 1.36 0.19 (13.79%)

PPIAffinity

ESM3 MolCLR 3.03 3.32 0.29 (8.73%)
MoLFormer 3.02 3.32 0.3 (9.04%)

GearNet MolCLR 3.09 3.69 0.6 (16.26%)
MoLFormer 3.10 3.69 0.59 (15.99%)

ProtBert MolCLR 3.10 3.32 0.22 (6.63%)
MoLFormer 3.14 3.32 0.18 (5.4%)

approaches. Our analysis reveals several key factors that influence
ReactEmbed’s performance across different tasks:

Enhanced Biochemical Context: The largest improvements
occur in tasks where biochemical interactions play a crucial role,
particularly in protein-molecule interaction prediction tasks. For
instance, in drug-target interaction prediction, ReactEmbed demon-
strates remarkable improvements: the ProtBert-MolFormer con-
figuration achieves an AUC of 85.53 on DrugBank, representing a
significant improvement (8.11%) over the baseline (78.93). Similarly,
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Table 2: Evaluation of ReactEmbed against pre-trained baselines
for classification tasks, using Area Under the Curve (AUC) as the
evaluation metric (higher is better). The Δ% values show the abso-
lute change and relative percentage improvement compared to the
pre-trained baseline. Best results for each dataset are in bold, and
underlined results indicate statistically significant improvements
(𝑝 < 0.05) compared to the corresponding baseline.

Protein Molecular ReactEmbed Baseline Δ%
Model Model

BBBP

ESM3 MolCLR 61.68 58.23 3.45 (5.9%)
MoLFormer 65.13 64.92 0.21 (0.3%)

GearNet MolCLR 59.36 58.23 1.13 (1.9%)
MoLFormer 64.24 64.92 -0.68 (1.0%)

ProtBert MolCLR 64.86 58.23 6.63 (11.4%)
MoLFormer 65.22 64.92 0.30 (0.5%)

GO-CC

ESM3 MolCLR 82.14 81.00 1.14 (1.4%)
MoLFormer 82.32 81.00 1.32 (1.6%)

GearNet MolCLR 69.98 69.63 0.35 (0.5%)
MoLFormer 69.97 69.63 0.34 (0.5%)

ProtBert MolCLR 80.11 79.58 0.53 (0.7%)
MoLFormer 80.18 79.58 0.60 (0.8%)

DrugBank

ESM3 MolCLR 80.10 76.34 3.76 (4.93%)
MoLFormer 84.30 76.70 7.60 (9.9%)

GearNet MolCLR 78.32 72.18 6.13 (8.49%)
MoLFormer 82.41 74.73 7.68 (10.28%)

ProtBert MolCLR 83.52 76.55 6.98 (9.12%)
MoLFormer 85.53 78.93 6.4 (8.11%)

HumanPPI

ESM3 MolCLR 93.90 93.78 0.12 (0.1%)
MoLFormer 94.88 93.78 1.10 (1.2%)

GearNet MolCLR 86.28 83.74 2.54 (3.0%)
MoLFormer 85.30 83.74 1.56 (1.9%)

ProtBert MolCLR 91.52 88.89 2.63 (2.9%)
MoLFormer 90.16 91.52 -1.36 (-1.5%)

YeastPPI

ESM3 MolCLR 65.71 57.86 7.85 (13.6%)
MoLFormer 64.79 57.86 6.93 (12.0%)

GearNet MolCLR 53.36 58.00 -4.64 (8.0%)
MoLFormer 54.67 58.00 -3.33 (5.7%)

ProtBert MolCLR 59.56 56.23 3.56 (6.0%)
MoLFormer 67.68 59.56 8.12 (13.6%)

for binding affinity prediction in BindingDB, the same configura-
tion achieves an RMSE of 1.17, showing a substantial improvement
(13.79%) over the baseline (1.36). These results demonstrate Re-
actEmbed’s ability to effectively capture cross-domain biochemical
relationships through its unified embedding space. The consistent
improvements across different protein-molecule interaction tasks
suggest that ReactEmbed’s integration of reaction information pro-
vides valuable context that traditional unimodal approaches may
miss.

Architecture-Specific Advantages: Different model architec-
tures show distinct benefits from reaction information integration.
Structure-aware models like GearNet show substantial improve-
ments in tasks requiring 3D understanding, with a 16.26% improve-
ment in PPIAffinity prediction (RMSE reduction from 3.69 to 3.09)
and a 15.6% improvement in protein stability prediction (RMSE
reduction from 0.64 to 0.54). Meanwhile, sequence-based models

demonstrate consistent improvements across tasks - ESM3 achieves
notable gains in DrugBank (AUC increase from 76.34 to 80.10, a
4.93% improvement) and YeastPPI (AUC increase from 57.86 to 65.71,
a 13.6% improvement), while ProtBert shows strong performance
in molecular property prediction tasks like BBBP (improving AUC
from 58.23 to 64.86, an 11.4% gain). These results indicate that re-
action information effectively complements both structural and
sequence-based understanding approaches.

Enhanced Performance on Challenging Tasks: ReactEm-
bed’s improvements are most notable in traditionally challenging
cases. Tasks with lower baseline performance show substantially
larger relative improvements - for instance, YeastPPI with ProtBert-
MolFormer improved from an AUC of 59.56 to 67.68 (13.6%), and
GearNet’s performance on protein stability prediction improved
from 0.64 to 0.54 RMSE (15.6%). In contrast, tasks with already
strong baselines showed more modest but still significant gains -
HumanPPI with ESM3-MolFormer improved from an AUC of 93.78
to 94.88 (1.2%), and GO-CC classification with ESM3-MolFormer
increased from an AUC of 81.00 to 82.32 (1.6%). This pattern of
larger relative improvements on more challenging tasks suggests
that ReactEmbed’s reaction-based approach provides additional sig-
nal for resolving complex cases that cannot be addressed through
sequence or structure information alone.

These results demonstrate that ReactEmbed’s integration of re-
action information provides valuable context beyond traditional
sequence and structure-based approaches, enabling significant im-
provements across diverse biochemical prediction tasks. The con-
sistent performance of ReactEmbed across evaluation metrics es-
tablishes it as an effective approach for protein and molecule repre-
sentation learning.

6 Ablation Studies
We conducted comprehensive ablation studies to evaluate ReactEm-
bed’s robustness and analyze the contribution of its key compo-
nents, focusing on the ESM3-MolFormer configurationwhich demon-
strated the best overall performance across tasks. Table 3 presents
the results, revealing several important insights about our model’s
behavior and design choices.

6.1 Data Reduction Analysis
We investigated data efficiency by systematically reducing training
data volume. With 10% data reduction, ReactEmbed maintained
performance remarkably well, with most tasks showing less than
1% degradation (e.g., BBBP decreased by only 0.29%, from 65.13%
to 64.94%). At 50% reduction, we observed moderate degradation,
with performance drops ranging from 1.53% (GeneOntologyCC) to
7.69% (BetaLactamase). This pattern suggests that while our reac-
tion graph structure efficiently captures biochemical relationships,
complex regression tasks benefit significantly from comprehensive
training data. For instance, CEP’s RMSE increased by 4.88% under
50% data reduction, indicating that property prediction tasks rely
heavily on learning from diverse training examples.
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Table 3: Ablation study results across downstream tasks, comparing ReactEmbed performance under various conditions: pre-trained baseline,
data reduction (10% and 50%), removed intra-domain edges, label noise (10% and 50%), and alternative reaction database (PathBank). For each
condition, we report both the absolute performance metric (AUC for classification tasks and RMSE for regression tasks) and the relative
percentage change (Δ%) from the full model. Best results for each ablation are in bold.

Type Task Full Data-10% Data-50% Intra-Domain Noise-10% Noise-50% PathBank
Score Δ% Score Δ% Score Δ% Score Δ% Score Δ% Score Δ%

Classification
(AUC)

BBBP 65.13 64.94 -0.29 63.44 -2.59 63.03 -3.22 64.91 -0.34 59.89 -8.05 65.07 -0.09
DrugBank 84.3 84.1 -0.24% 82.06 -2.66% 81.89 -2.86% 84.06 -0.28% 79.79 -5.35% 83.25 -1.25%
GO-CC 82.32 82.43 +0.13 81.06 -1.53 80.11 -2.68 81.06 -1.53 78.09 -5.14 82.57 +0.30
HumanPPI 94.88 93.62 -1.33 92.01 -3.02 90.95 -4.14 93.74 -1.20 88.16 -7.08 93.43 -1.53
YeastPPI 64.79 64.40 -0.60 63.50 -1.99 62.78 -3.10 63.86 -1.44 61.12 -5.66 64.64 -0.23

Regression
(RMSE)

BetaLactamase 0.26 0.27 +3.85 0.28 +7.69 0.29 +11.54 0.27 +3.85 0.34 +30.77 0.26 0.00
BindingDB 1.21 1.22 +0.83 1.23 +1.65 1.25 +3.31 1.23 +1.65 1.35 +11.57 1.20 -0.83
CEP 1.64 1.65 +0.61 1.72 +4.88 2.02 +23.17 1.68 +2.44 1.92 +17.07 1.69 +3.05
FreeSolv 2.85 2.84 -0.35 3.01 +5.61 3.19 +11.93 2.86 +0.35 3.21 +12.63 2.99 +4.91
PPIAffinity 3.02 3.05 +0.99 3.12 +3.31 3.29 +8.94 3.09 +2.32 3.59 +18.87 3.00 -0.66
Stability 0.43 0.44 +2.33 0.45 +4.65 0.53 +23.26 0.44 +2.33 0.51 +18.60 0.44 +2.33

6.2 Cross-Domain Edge Ablation
We conducted an ablation study by removing protein-protein (P-P)
and molecule-molecule (M-M) edges while retaining only cross-
domain interactions. This modification forces the model to learn
representations solely from protein-molecule relationships, elimi-
nating intra-domain structural information. The results reveal a con-
sistent performance degradation across all tasks. For instance, CEP
and Stability tasks showed substantial RMSE increases of 23.17%
and 23.26%, respectively. This universal performance decline sug-
gests a potential representation collapse phenomenon, where the
absence of intra-domain edges leads to a loss of domain-specific
structural information. Without these connections, the model strug-
gles to maintain distinct and meaningful representations within
each domain, even as it learns cross-domain relationships. This find-
ing validates our architectural decision to preserve intra-domain
edges, as they appear crucial for maintaining the internal struc-
ture of each domain’s representation space while simultaneously
enabling effective cross-domain learning.

6.3 Label Noise Analysis
We introduced controlled perturbations by randomly flipping pos-
itive and negative samples in training triples to assess model re-
silience to data quality variations. At 10% noise, ReactEmbed showed
remarkable stability, with performance decreases averaging only ∼
1.5% across tasks (e.g., BBBPAUC decreased by 0.34% from 65.13% to
64.91%). This robustness can be attributed to our contrastive learn-
ing framework’s ability to maintain coherent embeddings despite
local perturbations. However, at 50% noise, we observed signifi-
cant performance degradation, particularly in regression tasks (e.g.,
BetaLactamase RMSE increased by 30.77% from 0.26 to 0.34). This
sensitivity to high noise levels aligns with the precise nature of
these tasks, where accurate training signals are crucial for learning
meaningful structure-property relationships.

6.4 Alternative Dataset Ablation
We assessed generalizability by replacing Reactome with PathBank
as the reaction data source. Performance remained remarkably con-
sistent across most tasks (within 1% of Reactome results), with
some tasks showing slight improvements. For example, Cellular
Component AUC increased by 0.30% (from 82.32% to 82.57%), while
regression tasks like BetaLactamase maintained identical perfor-
mance (0.26 RMSE). The most significant variation was observed
in FreeSolv (4.91% RMSE increase) and CEP (3.05% RMSE increase).
This consistent performance across different reaction databases
demonstrates ReactEmbed’s robustness to the choice of biochemi-
cal interaction data source, suggesting that our method effectively
captures fundamental biochemical relationships regardless of the
specific reaction database used.

These ablation studies collectively demonstrate ReactEmbed’s
robust yet nuanced behavior across different operating conditions.
The model shows strong resilience to moderate data perturbations
while maintaining sensitivity to crucial biochemical relationships,
highlighting its potential for real-world applications where data
quality and availability may vary.

7 Real-World Application and Deployment
The most significant impact of ReactEmbed lies in its successful
deployment at the [name anonymized] Targeted Drug Delivery
and Personalized Medicine Laboratory. The critical challenge in
this field has been developing delivery mechanisms for therapeutic
monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) that can effectively cross the blood-
brain barrier (BBB). Traditional approaches have shown limited
success, with less than 0.1% of administered mAbs reaching the
brain tissue.

7.0.1 The Challenge: Crossing the Blood-Brain Barrier. Our labora-
tory focused on developing LNP formulations as delivery vehicles,
specifically targeting their enhancement through protein modifi-
cation. We approached protein selection through a standard com-
putational screening process based on Gene Ontology annotations,
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specifically focusing on proteins associated with extracellular vesi-
cle transport (GO:1903561) and transport processes (GO:0006810).
This selection was informed by recent advances in extracellular
vesicle-based drug delivery [19] and the fundamental understand-
ing of BBB transport mechanisms [25]. This group comprises 529
proteins involved in cellular transport mechanisms, along with an
additional 15 well-documented proteins previously identified in
literature as potential BBB transport facilitators [25], providing a
comprehensive set of 544 candidates for BBB penetration.

7.0.2 Computational Solution and Implementation. ReactEmbed
addressed these challenges through its zero-shot prediction ca-
pability, enabling knowledge transfer from abundant molecular
BBB permeability data to the protein-LNP domain. As illustrated
in Figure 2, we implemented a novel prediction framework that
leveraged our unified embedding space to evaluate protein-LNP
combinations. The framework was trained exclusively on molec-
ular BBBP data (approximately 2,000 molecules) and employed a
KNN classifier with K=20 and distance weighting for permeabil-
ity prediction. Based on our empirical evaluation results (Table 2),
we utilized the ProtBert-MolFormer configuration of ReactEmbed,
which demonstrated superior performance on the BBBP task.

Our computational screening evaluated all 544 proteins in this
functional group. The base LNP formulation showed a BBB pene-
tration probability of 79.96%. Among the protein candidates, both
Peptidyl-prolyl cis-trans isomerase FKBP4 (Q02790) and Transferrin
(P02787) emerged as top candidates with nearly equal high proba-
bilities (>95%). We selected Transferrin for experimental validation
due to its well-established role in brain drug delivery, achieving a
predicted BBB penetration probability of 96.23% when combined
with LNP. Notably, FKBP4’s equally high performance suggests
its potential as a novel BBB targeting protein, warranting future
investigation. As illustrated in Figure 3, the probability distribu-
tion across all 544 proteins shows a wide range of predicted BBB
penetration capabilities.

Figure 3: Distribution of BBB penetration probability scores
across 544 proteins associatedwith extracellular vesicle trans-
port and transport processes. The blue dashed line repre-
sents the baseline LNP formulation score (0.74), while the
red dashed line indicates the probability score achieved with
Transferrin-modified LNP (0.96).

7.0.3 Experimental Validation and Clinical Impact. The laboratory
validation of our computational predictions yielded remarkable
results. Transferrin-decorated brain-targeted liposomes achieved a
sevenfold increase in mAb concentration within brain cells com-
pared to conventional delivery methods. The enhanced delivery
system significantly reduced alpha-synuclein aggregation and neu-
roinflammation, while treated mouse models showed marked im-
provement in behavioral motor function and learning ability.

The successful deployment of ReactEmbed in this critical appli-
cation demonstrates its potential to accelerate drug delivery inno-
vation. By accurately predicting optimal protein-LNP combinations
and validating these predictions through experimental success, Re-
actEmbed has established itself as a valuable tool in bridging the
gap between computational prediction and practical therapeutic
development. Ongoing studies are exploring additional applica-
tions of this framework in other areas of targeted drug delivery,
with promising preliminary results suggesting broader applicability
across various therapeutic domains.

8 Conclusion and Future Work
In this work we presented a novel methodology for enhancing
protein and molecular representations by integrating biochemical
reaction data into pre-trained embeddings through a unified embed-
ding space. By transforming biochemical reactions into a weighted,
undirected reaction graph, ReactEmbed captures the co-occurrence
of proteins and molecules in shared biochemical contexts. This
graph-based approach allows for the inclusion of rich biochemical
interaction data that traditional unimodal representations often
overlook. The core of the method lies in a cross-domain contrastive
learning framework, which aligns pre-trained protein and molecule
embeddings within the same representation space. This alignment
enables seamless transferability across domains, allowing models
trained on molecular data to perform predictions on protein data,
and vice versa, without requiring paired training datasets.

ReactEmbed demonstrated outperformed SOTA baselines across
a variety of tasks, including molecular property prediction, protein
characterization, and complex biochemical interaction analyses.
Comprehensive ablation studies highlight ReactEmbed’s resilience
to variations in data quality and its capacity to maintain strong
performance with reduced training data. The method’s ability to
unify embeddings from distinct domains opens new opportunities
for tackling challenges that require cross-domain understanding,
such as drug-target interaction prediction and protein-protein in-
teraction analysis.

ReactEmbed has demonstrated significant real-world impact
through its application in predicting blood-brain barrier (BBB) per-
meability for protein-nanoparticle complexes, addressing a critical
challenge in neurodegenerative disease treatment. By leveraging its
unified embedding space, ReactEmbed enables zero-shot transfer
learning from molecular BBB permeability data to hybrid protein-
LNP structures—a task previously considered intractable. This ap-
proach successfully identified Transferrin as the optimal protein
for LNP modification, leading to a sevenfold increase in mAb con-
centration within brain cells during in vivo studies. These advances
have not only improved drug delivery efficiency but also integrated
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ReactEmbed into standard laboratory protocols and initiated human
trials for Transferrin-modified LNPs.

Future research for ReactEmbed includes integrating additional
biological data, such as pathways and gene expression, extending
to multi-modal learning with molecular dynamics, and developing
specialized architectures for specific therapeutic areas like blood-
brain barrier penetration. Additionally, exploring few-shot learning
for rare diseases and personalized medicine could expand its impact.
To foster innovation, we have openly released the ReactEmbed
code and reaction pair database, enabling advancements in drug
discovery and complex biological system analysis.
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