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Abstract

Drug discovery is a complex and time-intensive process that re-
quires identifying and validating new therapeutic candidates. Com-
putational approaches using large-scale biomedical knowledge
graphs (KGs) offer a promising solution to accelerate this process.
However, extracting meaningful insights from large-scale KGs re-
mains challenging due to the complexity of graph traversal. Exist-
ing subgraph-based methods are tailored to graph neural networks
(GNNs), making them incompatible with other models, such as
large language models (LLMs). We introduce K-Paths, a retrieval
framework that extracts structured, diverse, and biologically mean-
ingful paths from KGs. Integrating these paths enables LLMs and
GNNss to effectively predict unobserved drug-drug and drug-disease
interactions. Unlike traditional path-ranking approaches, K-Paths
retrieves and transforms paths into a structured format that LLMs
can directly process, facilitating explainable reasoning. K-Paths
employs a diversity-aware adaptation of Yen’s algorithm to retrieve
the K shortest loopless paths between entities in an interaction
query, prioritizing biologically relevant and diverse relationships.
Our experiments on benchmark datasets show that K-Paths im-
proves the zero-shot performance of Llama 8.1B’s F1-score by 12.45
points on drug repurposing and 13.42 points on interaction severity
prediction. We also show that Llama 70B achieves F1-score gains
of 6.18 and 8.46 points, respectively. K-Paths also improves the
supervised training efficiency of EmerGNN, a state-of-the-art GNN,
by reducing KG size by 90% while maintaining strong predictive
performance. Beyond its scalability and efficiency, K-Paths uniquely
bridges the gap between KGs and LLMs, providing explainable ra-
tionales for predicted interactions. These capabilities show that
K-Paths is a valuable tool for efficient data-driven drug discovery!.
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1 Introduction

Drug development and safety assessment have traditionally been
time-intensive and costly, often spanning years and requiring bil-
lions of dollars [12, 34]. However, recent increases in computational
power and the amount of available clinical and biological data are
transforming this landscape, enabling faster and more cost-effective
approaches to discovering and validating safer drugs [8, 22, 38]. For
instance, deep learning models trained on genomic and chemical
datasets now predict drug efficacy and toxicity with high accuracy,
reducing the reliance on extensive laboratory experiments and ac-
celerating the drug discovery process [9]. Yet, the sheer volume
and heterogeneity of these datasets pose integration challenges,
making it difficult to extract meaningful insights [10, 18].

Knowledge Graphs (KGs) offer a structured solution by integrat-
ing complex biological relationships, linking diseases, drugs, and
proteins into an interconnected framework [8, 21, 27], offering a
rich resource for understanding and predicting mechanisms and
interactions. Despite their potential, the scale and complexity of
KGs can hinder the efficient retrieval of relevant information [35].
While typical KGs contain tens of thousands of nodes and millions
of edges, only a small subgraph is relevant for a given task [46], lim-
iting their practical applications in critical areas like drug discovery
where precise, targeted insights are essential.

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have shown promise in leverag-
ing KG information for drug discovery, excelling in link prediction,
and capturing biological relationships [22, 25, 37, 48]. However,
training GNNs on large-scale KGs introduces substantial computa-
tional costs [1]. Additionally, GNNs struggle with inductive gen-
eralization, making it difficult to infer previously unobserved rela-
tionships for drugs or diseases [19], a drawback in drug discovery
where new drugs and diseases continuously emerge. Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) offer a promising alternative with strong
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the predictive frame-
work for unobserved interactions. (a) Problem formulation:
We are given a network of observed interactions among
known entities (drugs or diseases) and a broader biomedical
network containing additional relationships between vari-
ous entities (e.g., drugs, diseases, genes, etc.). The task is to
predict unobserved interactions between a known entity and
an emerging entity or two emerging entities. (b) Augmented
KG: The observed interactions and biomedical network are
integrated to create a richer representation for the prediction
task.

zero-shot generalization capabilities that enable adaptation to in-
ductive tasks with minimal training [3, 4, 26]. Recent work has also
shown that LLMs can be further adapted to specialized domains
with KGs to improve their factual accuracy and reduce halluci-
nations [2, 3, 15, 42]. However, effectively extracting meaningful
insights from knowledge graphs using LLMs is an ongoing chal-
lenge in the community [16, 36]. Recent work in drug discovery
has proposed subgraph-based extraction methods to predict unob-
served interactions from KGs, they often need to train an additional
model and do not scale well beyond GNNs. Addressing these lim-
itations is crucial for developing a scalable framework for drug
discovery.

We introduce “K-Paths”, a novel retrieval framework designed
to extract highly relevant entities and relationships from large
biomedical KGs to aid in predicting unobserved drug-drug and
drug-disease interactions. Unlike traditional KG retrieval meth-
ods, K-Paths generates structured, interpretable paths that can be
directly used by LLMs, enabling efficient and accurate zero-shot
reasoning. K-Paths is particularly valuable in drug discovery, where
identifying such interactions can facilitate drug repurposing and
safer treatment opportunities. Figure 1 illustrates the problem K-
Paths addresses: We are given a network of observed interactions
among known drugs or diseases and a broader biomedical network
containing additional relationships between various entities (e.g.,
drugs, diseases, genes, etc.). Our goal is to predict unobserved inter-
actions either between a known entity and an emerging entity—an
entity whose interaction of interest has not been observed—or be-
tween two emerging entities, where neither entity has an observed
interaction of interest. We focus on drug-disease and drug-drug
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interactions because they play a critical role in drug discovery,
clinical decision-making, and patient safety.

As shown in Figure 2, K-Paths operates in three steps. First, we
construct an augmented KG by integrating observed interactions
from the training set into the biomedical KG, enhancing its repre-
sentation of interactions (as depicted in Figure 1). This enriched
KG serves as the network for retrieving biologically meaningful
connections. Next, we design a diversity-aware adaptation of Yen’s
algorithm [45] to efficiently retrieve the K shortest loopless paths
connecting entities in an interaction query. While Yen’s algorithm
iteratively finds alternative shortest paths, K-Paths additionally
prioritizes diverse and biologically meaningful connections, en-
suring broader coverage rather than redundant variations of the
shortest route. Finally, the retrieved diverse paths are transformed
into natural language representations, enabling LLMs to reason
over them and effectively predict interactions. Additionally, we
show that these paths can be used to construct subgraphs, allowing
GNN-based models to operate on a smaller, more focused graph
and substantially reducing computational overhead.

To assess the impact of K-Paths, we evaluate its use in both
zero-shot generative and supervised learning paradigms, focus-
ing on drug repurposing and drug-drug interaction (DDI) analysis
for emerging drugs and diseases. Our experiments on benchmark
datasets demonstrate that K-Paths significantly enhances LLM rea-
soning in a zero-shot setting by providing relevant relational in-
sights. Specifically, on a drug repurposing dataset, K-Paths improves
Llama 8.1B Instruct’s F1-score by 12.45 points, and on an interaction
severity task, it achieves a gain of 13.42. For Llama 70B Instruct, K-
Paths provides comparable improvements, increasing the F1-score
by 6.18 and 8.46 points, respectively, on the same tasks. In a super-
vised setting, K-Paths reduces the KG size by 90% and improves the
training efficiency of EmerGNN [47], a state-of-the-art GNN model,
without compromising model performance, showcasing its scala-
bility. More importantly, the retrieved paths provide interpretable
rationales for predicted interactions, enhancing explainability and
offering valuable biological insights.

2 Related Work
2.1 Biomedical knowledge graphs

Biomedical knowledge graphs have been extensively used to study
the complex relationships between drugs, diseases, and genes, lever-
aging these insights in drug discovery [22, 39, 46, 48]. These large-
scale knowledge graphs have been curated for specialized purposes
such as studying drug-disease interactions [21, 41], gene-drug in-
teractions [40], and protein-protein interactions [17, 24]. In this
work, we focus on drug-disease interactions and drug-drug inter-
actions because they play a critical role in drug discovery, clinical
decision-making, and patient safety.

A key limitation of biomedical knowledge graphs is that they
can be incomplete in several ways. First, the knowledge graph may
lack observed interactions between existing entities (e.g., drugs
or diseases). Second, they may lack interactions between existing
entities and emerging entities. We focus on predicting unobserved
interactions among existing and emerging drugs or diseases, as
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Figure 2: K-Paths Overview. (1) Given a query about the effect of an entity (z) on another entity (v), (2) K-Paths extracts reasoning
paths from an augmented KG connecting (1) and (v). (3) These paths are filtered for diversity and (4a) transformed into natural
language descriptions for LLM inference. (4b) The retrieved paths can also be used to construct a subgraph, enabling GNNs to
leverage more manageable information for training and prediction.

well as interactions involving emerging drugs or diseases in large-
scale biomedical knowledge graphs. These graphs are inherently
incomplete, making such predictions particularly challenging.

2.2 LLMs for drug discovery

LLMs are becoming increasingly popular in many biomedical appli-
cations [9, 23, 28]. Several successful applications have been used as
conversational agents for drug discovery [9], repurposing [23], and
understanding drug molecules [28]. A key factor in their success is
in-context learning [7], which allows them to process new informa-
tion—such as examples and text—and reason effectively to generate
accurate responses. This ability is particularly valuable for multi-
hop reasoning, where models must integrate information across
multiple steps or knowledge sources, such as biomedical knowl-
edge graph paths, to form coherent and reliable conclusions [33].
Recent research has demonstrated that LLMs can leverage multi-
hop reasoning to navigate knowledge graph paths and generate
faithful answers to complex factual queries [32]. However, apply-
ing this approach to biomedical knowledge graphs for knowledge
completion tasks remains under-explored despite its importance for
real-world applications like drug discovery. In this work, we show
that multi-hop reasoning over diverse paths from biomedical knowl-
edge graphs significantly improves the zero-shot performance of
off-the-shelf LLMs in predicting interactions between emerging
drug entities.

K-Paths is related to a growing area of research at the intersection
of retrieval augmented generation with graphs [15, 32, 43]. Recent
works [15, 42, 43] constructs a knowledge graph from unstructured
documents from the general domain with LLMs and reasons over
it to produce the output. K-Paths uses a highly curated biomedical
knowledge graph rather than constructing a knowledge graph on
the fly to reason about drug entities and predict their interactions.
Alternatively, studies like RoG [32] use an off-the-shelf knowledge
graph such as Freebase to retrieve paths between entities and pre-
dict their relationship. However, this approach requires training
an additional planning module to retrieve the paths and reason
over all the paths, which is computationally expensive. In contrast,
K-Paths uses a heuristic approach to retrieve paths, eliminating the

need for training and introducing a filtering step to diversify and
reduce the number of paths needed for inference.

2.3 Graph neural networks for drug discovery

For supervised setting, graph neural networks have achieved strong
performance in modeling the structure of the biomedical knowl-
edge graph and predicting undiscovered interactions between enti-
ties [5, 30, 39, 47]. Several variants of graph convolutional networks
have been used to address this problem. Furthermore, recent work
has used external knowledge graphs such as Hetionet to learn
richer representations for the entities [21, 39]. However, modeling
large-scale biomedical knowledge is computationally expensive.
To address this limitation, recent work introduces subgraph-based
graph convolutional networks that extract fixed-sized subgraphs
before passing them to the graph network. However, these models
are designed for transductive settings. Unlike inductive setting,
which is the goal of this work, transductive setting aims at predict-
ing interactions between known entities. This property limits their
ability to generalize to emerging entities- which is not ideal for
drug discovery. In our work, we enhance the training knowledge
graph using Hetionet and leverage K-Paths to retrieve diverse paths,
enabling more efficient reasoning between existing and emerging
entities while minimizing computational overhead.

Our work is closely related to EmerGNN [47] but differs in a few
key ways. EmerGNN is a flow-based graph neural network that aug-
ments its knowledge graph with Hetionet and extracts paths from
the knowledge graph to predict the interaction between emerging
drugs. However, they train an additional model and use beam search
to extract paths from the augmented knowledge graph. In contrast,
K-Paths eliminates the need for training an additional model and
provides diverse paths for predicting interactions between emerg-
ing drugs. Another limitation of EmerGNN is that their subgraph
extraction is optimized for GNN models, limiting their applicability
to other model architectures. In our work, our extracted paths are
flexible and can be incorporated by both GNNs and LLMs, thus
demonstrating their usability for both zero-shot and supervised
learning. Furthermore, in Results Section5, we show K-Paths can be



integrated into EmerGNN and show improved performance com-
pared to using the entire knowledge graph. Finally, our method
significantly improves zero-shot performance with LLMs without
updating model parameters.

3 Approach
3.1 Problem Definition

Building on the problem illustrated in Figure 1, we aim to predict un-
observed interactions in an inductive reasoning setup, as described
in Zhang et al. [47]. These interactions can involve:

e A known entity (e.g., a well-studied drug or disease with
some observed interactions) and an emerging entity (e.g.,
a drug or disease whose interactions of interest have not
been observed), or

e Two emerging entities.

The unobserved interactions may include drug-drug interactions
or drug-disease interactions.

Formally, we define a knowledge graph G = {(w,r,0) | w,v €
&E,r € R} where u,v € & represent biomedical entities (e.g., drugs,
diseases, genes) and r € R denotes a relation type. These rela-
tion types include known drug-drug and drug-disease interactions
(observed interactions) and a broader biomedical network with
relationships like drug-gene or gene-gene interactions.

Given two query entities u and v, our goal is to infer their inter-
action type, which is framed as predicting the presence and type
of relation r between u and v. We define a computational model
#(G) to predict these interactions under both zero-shot genera-
tive and supervised settings. Specifically, we leverage LLMs for
reasoning-based inference and GNNs for interaction prediction.

3.2 K-Paths Framework

We introduce K-Paths, a framework for predicting the interaction
between entities u and v. K-Paths comprises three key components:

(1) An Augmented KG: This module constructs a knowledge
graph G by integrating known drug-drug or drug-disease
interactions with a broader biomedical KG. This integra-
tion incorporates additional entities such as genes and their
known relationships (e.g., drug-gene or gene-gene interac-
tions).

(2) A Diverse Path Retrieval module: This module employs a
novel path retrieval algorithm to retrieve a diverse set of
relevant reasoning paths connecting the query entities u
and v from the augmented KG G.

(3) A Path Integration module: This module processes the re-
trieved query-specific paths for interaction prediction. For
LLM-based reasoning and interaction inference, the paths
are transformed into natural language and appended to
the interaction query prompt. For GNN-based interaction
prediction, the paths are reconstructed into query-specific
subgraphs.

The overall K-Paths framework is illustrated in Figure 2.

3.3 Augmented KG

Following prior work [39, 46, 47], we define the augmented KG as
our knowledge graph G, constructed by integrating:
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(1) Observed interactions (e.g., drug-drug and drug-disease)
from the training set.

(2) Hetionet, a biomedical knowledge graph containing bio-
logical entities (e.g., genes, proteins, pathways) and their
relationships (e.g., drug-gene, gene-gene, protein-protein
interactions) [21].

Since Hetionet is incomplete, incorporating known interactions
from the training set enhances coverage and helps build a more
comprehensive augmented KG. However, interactions involving
emerging entities remain missing in this graph. To address this,
we leverage existing relationships within the augmented KG to
infer these unobserved interactions. Additionally, following [47],
we incorporate inverse relations to account for the directed nature
of the augmented KG, ensuring bidirectional information flow.

The augmented KG G serves as the structured knowledge graph
for all subsequent tasks.

Algorithm 1: Filtering algorithm to remove redundant
retrieved paths.

Input: A set of paths P = {p1, p, ..., px }, where each path

p is described by
R(p) = (r1,r2,...,r7) (sequence of relations) and
E(p) = (e1, ez, ..., em) (sequence of entities).

Output: A subset P’ C P with redundant paths removed.
Initialize P’ « 0;
foreach path p € P do
Let R(p) = (r1,72,...,r;) be the relation sequence of p;
Let I = |R(p)| (the length of the relation sequence);
if Bq € P’ such that R(q) = R(p) and |R(q)| = | then
| PP =P Ufph

return P’

3.4 Diverse Path Retrieval Module

The path retrieval module is a key component of our framework. It
provides the downstream computational model with highly relevant
yet manageable information from our augmented KG G.

Our diverse path retrieval algorithm retrieves a set of K short-
est diverse paths between two entities, {u, v}, from G using Yen’s
algorithm [45]. We prioritize shortest paths for several reasons.
Shorter paths capture stronger, more interpretable relationships,
while longer paths introduce noise and uncertainty [6, 29]. Finally,
empirical studies on biomedical KGs further show that meaningful
interactions typically occur within a few hops[20, 48].

Yen’s algorithm extends Dijkstra’s algorithm [11] by iteratively
computing shortest paths while temporarily excluding specific
edges, thus generating progressively longer, loop-free alternatives.
The output from this process contains redundant paths. Therefore,
we introduce a filtering algorithm (Algorithm 1) to remove these
redundancies. Our filtering algorithm eliminates paths with du-
plicate relation sequences of the same path length. This filtering
step results in a diverse set of paths, which are passed to the next
module in our framework.

In cases where only one of {u,v} exists in G, we retrieve its
immediate neighbors and their connecting relationships, applying
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the same filtering algorithm. This provides valuable context even
when a complete path between two entities cannot be established.
If neither entity exists in G, no information is retrieved.

3.5 Path Integration Module

This module integrates the retrieved diverse paths to predict in-
teractions between the query entities. We explore two distinct
approaches: LLM-based reasoning and GNN-based prediction.

LLM Reasoning We convert the entities and relations from the
diverse paths into natural language using predefined dictionaries.
These dictionaries map entities and relations to their respective
types and textual representations. To improve clarity, we append
entity type descriptors in parentheses after each entity.

For example, as illustrated in Figure 2, consider the path:

pr:u—ry—a —r2—0u

representing the relationship between Quetiapine and Bipolar disor-
der. This path is transformed into the natural language description:

Quetiapine binds HTR1A (gene) and HTR1A (gene)
associates with Bipolar disorder.

Following [47], if the retrieved relation belongs to an inverse
relation category, we convert it into passive voice. For instance, the
relation:

(Disease) downregulates (Gene)
is converted into:
(Gene) is downregulated by (Disease).

This explicit type mapping helps the LLM understand the seman-
tic roles of each entity, even if it is unfamiliar with domain-specific
entities like “HTRIA”. This conversion process is applied to all K
retrieved paths. In the zero-shot setting, these textualized paths are
appended to the original query, providing contextual information
for the LLM to perform inference. In the supervised setting, we can
fine-tune the LLM using these textualized paths as training data.
Furthermore, representing the retrieved paths in natural language
enhances the explainability of the LLM’s predictions.

GNN Interaction Prediction For GNN-based prediction, instead
of directly inputting the large augmented KG into the GNN, we use
the diverse paths to construct smaller, query-specific subgraphs.
This approach significantly reduces the computational complex-
ity and allows GNN to focus on the most relevant information.
During training, the GNN learns entity-specific representation by
aggregating information from known drug-drug or drug-disease in-
teractions and their corresponding query-specific subgraphs. These
learned representations are then used to predict the type of inter-
action between entity pairs. During testing, we extend the learned
representation space by incorporating new test nodes and their
corresponding query-specific subgraphs. This allows us to evaluate
the model’s ability to accurately predict unobserved interactions
using this extended graph in a supervised inductive setting.

4 Experiments

In this section, we aim to answer the following research questions:
RQ1: Can LLMs accurately predict interaction types, severities, or
indications by reasoning over multi-hop knowledge graph paths
provided as context in a zero-shot setting?

RQ2: How do path selection strategies (e.g., shortest path, diverse
path selection) and the number of reasoning paths (K) influence
LLM performance in interaction prediction tasks?

RQ3: How do subgraphs derived from the K-Paths framework
impact the performance of LLMs and GNNs in a supervised setting?

4.1 Datasets

Evaluation Datasets: Following previous work, we conducted
experiments in an inductive setting to assess the model’s general-
ization to unseen entities. In this setting, the training set includes
interactions only between entities in the training set, the validation
set contains interactions where at least one entity appears only
in the validation set or interactions exclusively within it, and the
test set follows the same rule for test entities. This setup enables
evaluation of the model’s ability to predict unobserved interactions
involving both known and emerging entities, as well as interactions
between emerging entities.

We used three datasets with different task objectives: DDInter
[44], PharmacotherapyDB (v1.0) [20], and DrugBank [41]. For Drug-
Bank, we applied the inductive split from [13], while for DDInter,
we created train, validation, and test sets following the described
inductive split. Due to its smaller size, PharmacotherapyDB was
divided into training and test sets in a similar inductive setting.
Table 1 provides detailed statistics, including the number of specific
interaction types.

External Knowledge Base: Hetionet is a heterogeneous biomed-
ical network curated from 29 databases. It includes various biomed-
ical entities such as compounds, genes, diseases, etc. Following
[46], the processed version used in this work includes 33,765 nodes
across 11 types and 1,690,693 edges spanning 23 relation types.

4.2 Baselines

We compare the K-Paths framework with the following baselines:

4.2.1 LLM-based Baselines: Here, we evaluated the impact of K-
Paths on LLM reasoning in zero-shot and supervised settings.

e Reasoning based on internal knowledge (Base): The
LLM uses only its internalized knowledge to infer interac-
tions and relationships.

e Reasoning based on textual definitions (Definitions):
The LLM leverages textual definitions of drugs and dis-
eases from external resources, such as DrugBamk2 and the
Disease Ontology?, to infer interactions and relationships
independent of the knowledge graph’s structure.

4.2.2 GNN-based Baselines: Here, we evaluated the impact of K-
Paths on GNNs in a supervised setting only.

e Complete Graph-based Prediction (Complete KG): The
Graph Neural Network (GNN) uses the entire augmented
KG to predict interactions, considering all entities and rela-
tionships.

Zhttps://go.drugbank.com/
3https://disease-ontology.org/
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Dataset Entities Categories Example
1,689 3 interaction Severity: Major
DDlnter drugs severity levels (DrugX + DrugY)
601 drugs T DrugX treats
PharmacotherapyDB 97 diseases 3 indications DiseaseY
Drugbank 1,710 86 metabolic DrugX decreases
rugban drugs interaction levels excretion rate of DrugY

Table 1: Overview of the datasets and tasks studied.

4.3 Implementation details

We provide the details for K-Paths implementation for all our ex-
periments with different LLMs and GNNs. For further details on
prompting strategies, training configurations, and hyperparame-
ters, see Appendix A. During path retrieval, we limit the maximum
path length to 3 as longer paths tend to be more susceptible to
noise and less likely to represent meaningful, interpretable relation-
ships. We assume there is no direct link between the query entities
whose interaction we aim to predict, and the model must infer the
interaction type by reasoning over existing facts in the knowledge
graph. To prevent data leakage, we explicitly check and remove
direct interaction links between entities during training and verify
their absence in the test set. For all experiments across datasets, we
set K = 10 retrieved paths per query.

For LLM reasoning, we employ Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct [14] and
Llama-3.1-70B-Instruct [14] as our primary inference models, lever-
aging their instruction-following capabilities. In zero-shot settings,
we utilize direct prompting to evaluate their reasoning ability. In
supervised settings, we fine-tuned Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct using
QLoRA, a lightweight and efficient fine-tuning approach. In both
these experiments, we generate the output with a greedy decoding.
For GNN architectures, we use Relational Graph Convolutional
Networks (RGCN) because of their ability to handle relational data,
which aligns with our task. Additionally, we adopt EmerGNN’s
backbone architecture, as it is the current state-of-the-art inductive
graph-based model for drug-drug interaction prediction tasks.

4.4 Evaluation

Following [47], for all the experiments, we report the accuracy,
macro averaged F1-score, and Cohen’s Kappa for the multi-class
classification task. Since LLMs generate open-ended responses, we
first parse the response using regular expression and map it to one
of the labels in the dataset. If we cannot map the response to one of
the labels in the dataset, we assign the prediction to the majority
class from the training set. We also report the same evaluation
metrics for GNN experiments.

5 Results

5.1 K-Paths improves LLM Reasoning in a
Zero-Shot Setting

We evaluate LLMs’ reasoning capabilities for interaction prediction
across three zero-shot scenarios with varying context: (1) Base,
where the LLM relies solely on its internal knowledge; (2) Defini-
tions, where textual definitions of drugs and diseases are provided,;
and (3) K-Paths, where the LLM is provided with diverse paths
retrieved by our K-Paths framework.
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Table 2 presents results for Llama 3.1 8B and 70B on the DDInter,
PharmacotherapyDB, and DrugBank datasets. Across all datasets,
LLMs significantly benefit from the diverse reasoning paths, out-
performing both the Base and Definitions settings. On DDlInter,
K-Paths boosts the F1-score by 13.42 for Llama 3.1 8B and 6.18
for Llama 3.1 70B, compared to the Definitions setting. Similarly,
on PharmacoTherapyDB, inference with K-Paths leads to F1-score
improvements of 12.45 (Llama 3.1 8B) and 8.46 (Llama 3.1 70B). In
some cases, Definitions slightly improve performance over Base
or even degrade it, but they consistently fall short of the substan-
tial gains achieved with K-Paths. This difference likely stems from
the nature of the information provided. K-paths offer structured,
contextualized knowledge, showing how entities are related. Defi-
nitions, while informative, provide declarative knowledge without
this crucial relational context, making it harder for LLMs to reason
about interactions effectively. Performance on the DrugBank task,
which involves 86 interaction types, also highlights the necessity of
structured reasoning. For both models, DrugBank’s Base F1-scores
hover around 1%, but with K-Paths, they improve to approximately
40%, emphasizing the importance of structured external knowledge
in such complex tasks.

Model scaling (70B vs. 8B) demonstrates better reasoning ability
with consistent performance improvements, but the gains diminish
when external knowledge is provided. This suggests that high-
quality external knowledge may reduce the reliance on larger pa-
rameter models. For example, on DDInter, the 8B model’s F1-Score
was slightly higher. These findings highlight that LLMs benefit

significantly from structured reasoning paths in zero-shot settings.

5.2 K-Paths Improves LLM Responses

To complement our quantitative evaluation in Section 5.1, we con-
ducted a qualitative analysis examining how the different forms
of external knowledge—definitions and K-paths influence LLM re-
sponses. Table 3 presents two case studies from Pharmacothera-
pyDB and DDInter, comparing the model’s predictions under dif-
ferent knowledge augmentation conditions. We make two key ob-
servations. (1) Without external knowledge, the Base model often
predicts incorrectly, demonstrating insufficient domain knowledge.
In the PharmacotherapyDB example, although the Definition of
Vincristine mentions its use in cancer treatments, the model failed
to infer its applicability to Muscle Cancer. However, introducing
diverse reasoning paths from K-Paths improved the LLM’s pre-
dictions. This suggests that simply providing factual information
(definitions) without explicit relational information is insufficient
for correct reasoning in interaction prediction.

(2) Diverse retrieved paths enable the model to connect relevant
entities and their relationships, facilitating more accurate and con-
textually relevant answers. For instance, in the DDInter example,
when K-Paths was incorporated, the model correctly predicted a
“Major” interaction between Ritonavir and Leflunomide, identifying
Neutropenia as a possible side effect. This is crucial, as Neutropenia is
a potentially life-threatening condition. A “Moderate” misclassifica-
tion could have severe safety implications, stressing the importance
of high-quality reasoning paths for model reliability, especially in
high-stakes medical contexts where inadequate therapy selection
may lead to patient harm. In summary, the LLM responses in the
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DDI Ph h DB DrugBank
Model Setting nter armacotherapy ‘ rugBan
Accuracy F1 Kappa ‘ Accuracy F1 Kappa ‘ Accuracy F1 Kappa
Base 69.09 33.34 4.37 57.94 51.91 35.18 31.36 0.65 0.87
Llama 3.1 8B Instruct Defintions 70.43 33.46 551 57.54 51.70  34.38 31.63 0.68 0.95
' K-Paths 75.93 46.76  36.99 69.44 64.36 51.34 55.54 40.46  45.58
Base 70.51 40.01  19.07 60.71 59.00  39.38 31.32 135 3.88
Llama 3.1 70B Instruct Definitions 71.61 37.07 12.98 62.30 61.14 42.30 30.48 1.03 1.84
’ K-Paths 78.01 46.19 35.33 71.03 67.46 54.66 57.72 46.91 49.19

Table 2: Performance comparison of Llama 3.1 models on zero-shot reasoning tasks. Bold indicates the best performance, while
underlined denotes the second-best performance. K-Paths improves domain-specific reasoning in zero-shot setting,.

‘ PharmacotherapyDB ‘ DDinter
Query Determine the possible effect of using Vincristine (Drug) for Muscle cancer Determine the severity of interaction when Ritonavir (Drug 1) and Lefluno-
(Disease). mide (Drug 2) are taken together.
Answer ‘ Disease Modifying ‘ Major
Definitions Vincristine is an antitumor that treats leukemia, lymphoma, Hodgkin’s Ritonavir, an HIV protease inhibitor, boosts other protease inhibitors’ effec-
disease, and other blood disorders. tiveness and is used in some HCV therapies. As a CYP3A inhibitor, it increases
Muscle cancer is a musculoskeletal system cancer located in the muscle. drug concentrations.
Leflunomide is a pyrimidine synthesis inhibitor belonging to the disease-
modifying antirheumatic drugs chemically and pharmacologically very het-
erogeneous.
K-Paths Vincristine treats Kidney Cancer (Disease) and Kidney Cancer (Disease) Ritonavir binds CYP2C9 (Gene) and CYP2C9 (Gene) is bound by Lefluno-
resembles Muscle Cancer. mide
Vincristine downregulates TP53 (Gene) and TP53 (Gene) is associated with Ritonavir causes Neutropenia (Side Effect), and Neutropenia (Side Effect) is
Muscle Cancer. caused by Leflunomide
LLM Only ‘ Non Indications ‘ Moderate
LLM+Definitions ‘ Non Indications ‘ Moderate
LLM+K-Paths ‘ Disease Modifying ‘ Major

Table 3: Comparison of LLM responses based on external knowledge type. K-Paths allows for explainable inference.

LLM+K-Paths setting demonstrate that while Definitions provide
some information about query entities, structured, diverse KG paths
are essential for effective contextualization and improved zero-shot
performance.

5.3 Influence of Path Selection Strategies on
LLM Performance

We conduct an ablation study using Llama 3.1 8B on the validation
set to investigate the impact of different path selection strategies
and the number of retrieved paths (K) on LLM performance in
interaction prediction. Specifically, we compared LLM performance
using the “Base” setting (K = 0), diverse paths (K = 1,5, 10, 15, 20
from our K-Paths framework), and shortest paths (without diversity
filtering).

Results in Table 3 show that adding diverse reasoning paths sig-
nificantly improves performance. On DDInter, F1-scores increase
from 12.66% (K = 0) to 46.73% (K = 10), and on DrugBank, they
increase from 0.59% (K = 0) to 43.35% (K = 10). However, perfor-
mance gains diminish beyond K = 10, suggesting that excessively
long paths introduce redundancy or noise. Furthermore, K-Paths
outperforms shortest-path selection (without diversity filtering). Re-
moving our filtering algorithm results in the degradation of the F1-
score by 6.99% on DDInter and 4.32% on DrugBank, demonstrating
the importance of diverse path retrieval for improved performance.

5.4 Impact of K-Paths Derived Subgraphs on
Supervised LLM and GNN Performance

We evaluate the influence of subgraphs derived from retrieved paths
on supervised learning for LLMs and GNNs.

LLM Performance: We fine-tuned Llama 3.1 8B Instruct using
K-Paths and textual definitions. As shown in Table 4, fine-tuned
LLMs perform comparably regardless of the training source, indi-
cating their ability to integrate both structured and unstructured
knowledge when supervision is provided. However, we further ob-
serve that definitions often outperform K-Paths, likely because they
provide a more direct and semantically rich signal that is easier
to learn; in contrast, in the zero-shot setting (Section 5.1), K-Paths
provide more useful relational cues.

GNN Performance: We compared GNN models trained on the
full knowledge graph (Complete KG) against those trained on the
subgraphs constructed from the K-Paths framework. Table 4 shows
that with K-Paths, we achieve comparable accuracy to using the
Complete KG despite being approximately 90% smaller. This rein-
forces that smaller, task-specific graphs enhance efficiency without
significant performance loss. For example, on DDInter, EmerGNN
achieves nearly identical performance using K-Paths (F1: 68.85%)
compared to Complete KG (F1: 68.00%), suggesting that a targeted
subgraph retains essential knowledge while significantly improv-
ing efficiency. RGCN benefits from K-Paths, with F1 increasing
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Figure 3: Influence of path selection strategies on Llama 3.1 8B. Diverse paths are essential for performance improvement.

Model Setting DDInter ‘ PharmacotherapyDB ‘ DrugBank
Accuracy F1 Kappa ‘ Accuracy F1 Kappa ‘ Accuracy F1 Kappa

LLM-Based Models

QLoRA-Llama Definitions 82.36 67.96  53.64 81.75 79.91 71.84 73.22 68.15 67.26

QLoRA-Llama K-Paths 80.55  68.63  57.85 7857 7671  66.68 71.83 6557  65.63

Graph-Based Models (GNNs)

EmerGNN Complete KG 84.26 68.00  58.92 71.43 68.41 55.38 71.04 59.42 65.14

EmerGNN K-Paths 84.53 68.85 58.91 71.03 68.12 54.10 68.98 59.06  62.54

RGCN Complete KG 72.01 51.47 31.38 61.11 60.08 41.12 29.98 15.49 20.88

RGCN K-Paths 73.32 52.12 32.70 66.82 61.74  39.25 31.70 17.51 23.14

Table 4: Performance of various models across datasets in a supervised setting. Bold indicates the best performance, and
underlined denotes the second-best. LLMs leverage both knowledge types effectively with supervision, and K-Paths enhance

GNN efficiency without significant performance loss.

Before Retrieval (Complete KG)

After Retrieval (K-Paths)

Dataset

#Nodes #Relations #Triplets Sec/Epoch {EmerGNN, RGCN} #Nodes #Relations #Triplets ~Sec/Epoch {EmerGNN, RGCN}
DDInter 35,107 26 1,763,596 {606.24s, 5.78s} 4,723 18 113,933 {102.21s, 1.18s}
PharmacotherapyDB 34,412 26 1,691,829 {20.83s, 2.41s} 3,307 23 11,905 {2.95s, 0.12s}
DrugBank 35,103 109 1,789,976 {1011.86s, 11.41s} 6,335 101 184,273 {146.98s, 3.56s}

Table 5: Augmented KG Statistics: K-Paths Improves Training Efficiency.

from 51.47% (Complete KG) to 52.12% (K-Paths) on DDInter and
from 15.49% to 17.51% on DrugBank. This highlights the advantage
of a more focused graph structure for such models. This result is
consistent in the transductive setting shown in the Appendix D.2.

Efficiency Analysis: Table 5 analyzes the augmented network’s
statistics before and after K-Paths subgraph retrieval. The results
clearly demonstrate that this retrieval process significantly reduces
the number of nodes, relations, and triplets, leading to faster train-
ing times and reduced memory usage. For instance, on DrugBank,
the number of nodes reduces from 35,103 to 6,335, the number of
triplets decreases from 1,789,976 to 184,273, and the time per epoch
for EmerGNN drops from 1011.86s to 146.98s. Similarly, for DDInter,
the reduction in graph size leads to a considerable speedup, with
EmerGNN'’s time per epoch decreasing from 606.24s to 102.21s. We

also show the important relations retained by K-Paths in the Ap-
pendix D.4. These results highlight that K-Paths improves training
efficiency without compromising model performance, reinforcing
the scalability of our approach.

LLM vs. GNN Performance: Finally, we observe that super-
vised fine-tuning enables LLMs to outperform GNNs on most datasets,
suggesting that supervised LLMs can effectively leverage multiple
structured and unstructured modalities and sometimes even surpass
GNNis trained solely on relational graphs.

6 Conclusion

This work introduces K-Paths, a novel path retrieval framework that
extracts relevant and diverse reasoning paths from large biomedi-
cal knowledge graphs. K-Paths enables LLMs to effectively reason
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about and predict unobserved interactions between emerging drugs
and diseases. By constructing concise subgraphs, K-Paths also sig-
nificantly reduce the computational burden of training GNNs on
large-scale KGs, achieving up to a 90% reduction in graph size with-
out significant loss in performance. While demonstrated here for
predicting drug-drug and drug-disease interactions, we propose
that K-Paths is potentially generalizable to other biomedical tasks,
such as protein-protein interaction prediction. We acknowledge
a key limitation: K-Paths relies on interaction types learned from
existing knowledge. This may restrict its ability to identify novel
interactions not yet represented in the biomedical network or train-
ing data. Furthermore, a knowledge graph with sparse or biased
representation of entities could negatively impact K-Paths’ perfor-
mance when predicting interactions involving such entities. Despite
these limitations, K-Paths provides valuable insights into biomedi-
cal interactions by enhancing model explainability and extracting
biologically meaningful reasoning paths. We believe this work lays
a foundation for future exploration of integrating LLMs and KGs
in biomedical applications, paving the way for more efficient and
interpretable solutions in drug discovery and other related fields.
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A LLM Prompting

We use the following prompt templates across datasets. As shown
below, we provide predefined answer options for the DDInter and
PharmacotherapyDB datasets. However, we do not include options
for the DrugBank dataset for two reasons: (1) DrugBank contains
86 possible interaction types, making inference for approximately
30,000 examples computationally expensive. and (2) preliminary
experiments showed that the model performed better without pre-
defined options. As baselines, we either exclude knowledge graph
information entirely or provide textual definitions of the drugs or
diseases.

Unified Prompt Template

Unified Prompt Box

System Prompt:

You are a pharmacodynamics expert. Answer the prompt
(##Prompt) using the given knowledge graph information
(if available), essential drug definitions, and your medical

Abdullahi et al.

expertise.

Base your answer on evidence of known interaction mech-
anisms, pharmacological effects, or similarities to related
compounds, if applicable. Avoid generalizations unless di-
rectly supported.

Your answer must be concise and formatted as follows:
##Answer:<Dataset Specific>

Dataset-Specific Instructions:

e DDInter: Assess drug-drug interaction severity
and format as: Answer: <Major/ Moderate / Minor>
e PharmacotherapyDB: Determine therapeutic in-
dication and format as: Answer: <Disease modify-
ing / Palliates / Nonindication>
o DrugBank: Identify mechanism or effect type and
format as: Answer: <DrugX mechanism/effect on
DrugY >
Sample Prompt:
Determine the interaction type or therapeutic indication
when (EntityX) and (EntityY) are used together.

Knowledge Graph Information:
<Knowledge graph data>

B OQLORA Fine-tuning
For the supervised LLM experiments, we fine-tuned Llama 3.1 8B
Instruct using QLoRA. We conducted training experiments under
two distinct scenarios across our datasets. In the first scenario, we
trained the model using the retrieved paths for each training query.
In the second scenario, we trained the model using text definitions
of the drugs or diseases. To manage excessively long definitions,
we truncated each entity definition to a maximum of 200 tokens.
In both scenarios, we trained for 10 epochs using the same set-
tings as the QLoRA repository, with the following modifications:
We adopted a learning rate of le-3 and set the maximum input
length to the average token length of the input across the respec-
tive dataset. The training was conducted on 8 A100-80G GPUs and
typically completed within 24 hours, depending on the dataset.
During inference, we first retrieved reasoning paths using K-Paths.
These retrieved paths were then appended to the original query
and fed into the fine-tuned LLM to generate the final answers.

C GNN Baselines

In this section we explain the GNN models used in our study

C.1 Relational Graph Convolutional Network
(RGCN)

We implement the Relational Graph Convolutional Network (RGCN)
[37], which operates on the augmented graph with multiple rela-
tion types and employs message passing to propagate structured
information across nodes. The model is implemented using PyTorch
and PyTorch Geometric.
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C.1.1 Node Feature Initialization. The initialization of node fea-
tures follows a hybrid approach. Drug and disease nodes are initial-
ized using RoBERTa [31] embeddings extracted from their PubMed-
scraped descriptions. Other entity nodes (genes, anatomy, etc.) are
initialized randomly, allowing the model to learn meaningful repre-
sentations during training.

C.1.2  Training Setup. We follow the inductive setting for dataset
splitting, as described in Section 4.1. The training follows a link
prediction framework where training nodes are sampled with all
their relations observed, while test nodes are introduced to evaluate
generalization. We consider two training settings:

(1) Training on the entire augmented KG Complete KG and
testing on test nodes along with their retrieved test KG.

(2) Training on the diverse retrieved train paths and testing on
test nodes along with their retrieved test paths.

C.1.3  Model Architecture & Training Details. The RGCN model is
trained using stochastic gradient descent with the Adam optimizer,
along with a learning rate scheduler that dynamically adjusts the
learning rate based on validation loss. The training loss is com-
puted using cross-entropy loss, applied to the predicted drug-drug
or drug-disease interactions. Training runs for 1,000 epochs, with
early stopping based on validation loss. To maintain a balanced
class representation, stratified sampling is employed, selecting a
maximum of 1,000 samples per epoch and up to 10 samples per class.
The model consists of three layers of relational graph convolution
(GCN layers), each followed by a ReLU activation function. Node
embeddings are projected into a 128-dimensional space, then pro-
cessed through batch normalization, ReLU activation, and dropout
with a rate of 0.5 to prevent overfitting. For interaction prediction,
a separate edge classifier takes the final node embeddings of two
entities and predicts their interaction type. To improve computa-
tional efficiency, the model employs basis decomposition with two
bases. The learning rate is set to le-3, ensuring stable convergence
while training.

C.2 EmerGNN

To compare against RGCN, we evaluate EmerGNN, a graph neural
network designed for emerging drug-drug interaction prediction
[47]. We use the official implementation and apply it to our datasets
without modifying the model architecture or training pipeline. Un-
like RGCN, which relies on RoBERTa embeddings for node ini-
tialization, EmerGNN incorporates molecular features, leveraging
structural and chemical properties to enhance node representation.
We compare the performance of both models in terms of interac-
tion prediction accuracy, assessing the impact of different node
initialization strategies and augmented KG utilization.

D Additional Experimental Results

This section presents additional experimental results, including
retrieved paths from the augmented KG, dataset statistics, path
retrieval efficiency, and model performance comparisons.

Dataset Task Two Nodes Single Nodes No Node
DrugBank (Ind.)  Open-ended 27,983 3,987 14
DrugBank (Trans.) Open-ended 38,411 8 0
DDInter Categorical 13,841 5,494 104
Drug Repurposing Categorical 252 0 0

Table 6: Summary of datasets and tasks.

Model Setting
Graph-Based Models (GNNs)

Accuracy  F1 Kappa

EmerGNN Complete KG 97.40 94.00  96.60
EmerGNN K-Paths 97.01 94.25 97.01
RGCN Complete KG 90.01 87.62  89.85
RGCN K-Paths 90.86 88.43 90.11
SumGNN Reported 86.85 92.66  92.66
KnowDDI Reported 91.53 93.17  91.89
LLM-Based Models

QLoRA-Llama Definitions 93.45 91.71  92.28
QLoRA-Llama K-Paths 93.58 88.98  92.41

Table 7: Performance of various models on the Transduc-
tive DrugBank setting. Bold indicates the best performance,
and underlined denotes the second-best. LLMs leverage both
knowledge types effectively with supervision, and K-Paths
enhance GNN efficiency without significant performance
loss.

D.1 Dataset Overview

Table 6 summarizes the datasets used in our experiments, catego-
rized by prediction task and the connectivity between interaction
query nodes (entities) in the augmented KG.

e DrugBank involves inductive and transductive tasks, pre-
dicting drug-drug interactions among 86 labels. The trans-
ductive setting has more drug pairs connected in the aug-
mented KG (38,411) than the inductive setting (27,983).

e DDInter predicts drug-drug interaction severity levels (Ma-
jor, Moderate, or Minor). It contains 13,367 connecting drug
pairs, and 5,909 interaction queries contain information
about a single entity.

e Drug repurposing focuses on whether a drug is disease-
modifying, palliates, or has no indication of a disease.

D.2 Transductive Results

Table 7 compares the performance of Graph Neural Networks
(GNNs) and LLM-based models on the Drugbank transductive
dataset. Among GNNs, EmerGNN performs best, achieving 97.40%
accuracy with the complete KG, while using our KG slightly lowers
accuracy (97.01%) but improves the F1-score. RGCN performs worse
than EmerGNN but benefits from our KG, increasing accuracy from
90.01% to 90.86%. For LLM-based models, QLoRA-Llama achieves
93.58% accuracy when using K-Paths, while using text-based de-
scriptions instead of structured knowledge results in similar ac-
curacy (93.45%) but a slightly higher F1-score. Overall, EmerGNN
performs best and K-Paths improves efficiency without significant
performance loss.



Abdullahi et al.

Before Retrieval (Augmented KG)

After Retrieval (K-Paths)

Dataset

#Nodes  #Relations  #Triplets #Nodes  #Relations  #Triplets
DrugBank 35,146 102 1,722,677 6,378 94 175,698
DDInter 35,169 26 1,710,079 5,647 18 102,854
PharmacotherapyDB 33,952 26 1,690,945 2,847 23 13,942

Table 8: Statistics: Comparison of the Augmented KG with extracted subgraph at test time.

Relation Description Retained for Retained for Retained for
D DrugBank DDInter PharmacotherapyDB
Anatomy-downregulates-Gene (AdG) v
Anatomy-expresses—Gene (AeG) v

0

1

2 Anatomy-upregulates-Gene (AuG)

3 Compound-binds-Gene (CbG)

4 Compound-causes—Side Effect (CcSE)
5 Compound-downregulates—Gene (CdG)
6 Compound-palliates-Disease (CpD)

7 Compound-resembles-Compound (CrC)
8 Compound-treats-Disease (CtD)

9 Compound-upregulates-Gene (CuG)

10 Disease-associates—Gene (DaG)

11 Disease-downregulates-Gene (DdG)

12 Disease-localizes-Anatomy (DIA)

13 Disease—-presents—-Symptom (DpS)

14 Disease-resembles—Disease (DrD)

15 Disease—upregulates—Gene (DuG)

16 Gene-covaries-Gene (GcG)

17 Gene-interacts-Gene (GiG)

18 Gene-participates-Biological Process (GpBP)
19 Gene-participates—Cellular Component (GpCC)
20 Gene-participates—Molecular Function (GpMF)
21 Gene-participates-Pathway (GpPW)

22 Gene—regulates—Gene (GrG)

23 Pharmacologic Class—includes-Compound (PCiC)

CAUX X X XSS X XS LA X X X
CAX XXX CCCAX X CCCUCCNCCNCAX X x
CAX X X X CACCCCCCLLLaaaas

Table 9: Hetionet relations retained by K-Paths for each dataset. /indicates presence, Xindicates absence.

D.3 Comparison of the augmented KG and the
Subgraph Extracted at Test Time

Table 8 compares the augmented KG’s overall structure to the sub-
graph extracted at test time. We report the number of nodes, rela-
tions, and triplets before and after query-specific retrieval. Filtering
for relevant subgraphs significantly reduces graph size: DrugBank
shrinks from 1.7M to 175K triplets, DDInter from 1.71M to 102K,
and PharmacotherapyDB from 1.69M to 13K. This demonstrates
the efficiency of query-specific retrieval in extracting only the most
relevant paths for inference.

D.4 Hetionet Relations Retained Across
Datasets

Table 9 presents the Hetionet relations retained in the training and
test subgraphs after K-Paths was applied to each dataset. These
relations encapsulate biological interactions, such as gene participa-
tion in molecular functions (GpMF) or compounds treating diseases
(CtD).

Since Hetionet serves as a structured biomedical KG, these re-
lations may not be inherent to the datasets (DrugBank, DDInter,
PharmacotherapyDB) themselves but instead provide additional
contextual knowledge that enhances reasoning within the models.
The path retrieval process selectively retains the most informative
relations while discarding those less relevant to each dataset.

For example, in the DDInter dataset:

e Hetionet originally contained 23 distinct relation types,
covering diverse biological interactions.

o After dataset-specific path extraction, only 15 relation types
were retained by K-Paths and used for training, ensuring
that only the most relevant interactions contributed to the
model.

Interestingly, while PharmacotherapyDB is the smallest dataset,
it retains more relations than DrugBank and DDInter. This is be-
cause PharmacotherapyDB encompasses both drug and disease
entities, covering a broader set of biomedical interactions that span
multiple domains.
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