arXiv:2404.10450v1 [cs.LG] 16 Apr 2024

Graph Neural Networks for Protein-Protein Interactions - A Short Survey

Mingda Xu^{1,2}, Peisheng Qian^1, Ziyuan Zhao^1, Zeng Zeng^1, Jianguo Chen^3, Weide Liu^4 and Xulei Yang^1

Abstract—Protein-protein interactions (PPIs) play key roles in a broad range of biological processes. Numerous strategies have been proposed for predicting PPIs, and among them, graphbased methods have demonstrated promising outcomes owing to the inherent graph structure of PPI networks. This paper reviews various graph-based methodologies, and discusses their applications in PPI prediction. We classify these approaches into two primary groups based on their model structures. The first category employs Graph Neural Networks (GNN) or Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN), while the second category utilizes Graph Attention Networks (GAT), Graph Auto-Encoders and Graph-BERT. We highlight the distinctive methodologies of each approach in managing the graph-structured data inherent in PPI networks and anticipate future research directions in this domain.

I. INTRODUCTION The study of interactions between proteins is an essential topic in life sciences. These interactions, serving as essential components in numerous physiological processes within organisms, facilitate our profound understanding of cellular signal transduction, metabolic pathways, and the pathogenesis of various diseases. To predict these interactions more accurately and efficiently, researchers have devoted extensive efforts. While traditional experimental biology methods can provide precise interaction data, they are time-consuming, costly, and require specialized experimental procedures. Moreover, these methods typically focus on the interactions between specific protein pairs, making it challenging to address the demands of large-scale, system-level protein interaction analysis.

With the rapid advancements in artificial intelligence, the potential of machine learning algorithms in predicting proteinprotein interactions has progressively gain prominence. Given that protein-protein interaction networks inherently possess graph-structured characteristics, initial predictive methodologies predominantly relied on traditional machine learning algorithms like Random Forests and DeepWalk. However, as the field evolves, deep neural networks have progressively demonstrated their superiority. Especially in recent years, the rise of graph neural networks has further boosted research in this area. Owing to their capability to directly process graph-structured data, graph neural networks are seen as a potent tool for predicting protein-protein interactions. While there have been some surveys [1] [2] addressing computational methods for protein-protein interaction (PPI) prediction, there

This work is supported by Competitive Research Programme ”NRF- CRP22-2019-0003”, National Research Foundation Singapore.^1Institute for Infocomm Research (I2R), A*STAR, Singapore.^2National University of Singapore (NUS), Singapore.^3Sun Yat-sen University (SYSU), China.^4Harvard Medical School, United States.

remains a gap in the literature regarding a survey that explicitly concentrates on graph-based methods for PPI prediction. This paper aims to review the latest research developments of graph neural networks in forecasting protein-protein interactions, compare the architectures of various methodologies, and explore potential future research directions.

II. RELATED WORK A. PPI Prediction Methods

Before neural networks became the mainstream in machine learning algorithms, and when hardware capabilities were insufficient to support neural networks, most algorithms used for predicting protein-protein interactions (PPIs) typically relied solely on protein sequence data. Researchers utilized methods such as Substitution Matrix Representation (SMR) [3], Conjoint Triad (CT) [4], and doc2vec [5] to extract information from proteins and convert it into uniformly sized sequences or matrices for ease of processing. Building upon this, researchers employed algorithms like Support Vector Machine (SVM) or Random Forests to predict protein-protein interactions.

With the rise in popularity of deep neural networks, an increasing number of studies began to utilize these networks to predict protein-protein interactions, leveraging the enhanced computational power and sophisticated modeling capabilities they offer. Sun et al. [6] uses stacked auto-encoder (SAE) to predict PPIs based on protein sequences. A combination of convolutional neural network (CNN) and long short-term memory (LSTM) layers are utilized in the DNN-PPI model [7]. Yang et al. [8] uses bidirectional recurrent neural network (Bi-RNN). More recently, graph-based and transformer-based methods [9] [10] have been proposed for PPI prediction and achieved SOTA performance.

B. PPI Prediction Datasets

The STRING database [11] has undergone multiple updates. By 2019, it had evolved to its 11^{th} version, followed by further updates in 2021 and 2023. The database aims to collect and evaluate all publicly available PPI data, refining it through algorithmic estimations. The 11^{th} version includes over 5000 organisms, allowing users to visualize subsets for gene-set enrichment analysis. Beyond the STRING database, researchers frequently utilize its subsets, SHS27k and SHS148k, for various studies.

The Human Protein Reference Database (HPRD) [12] focuses specifically on human protein information. It provides a wide range of data beyond PPIs, such as protein sequences, structures, functions, and their associations with diseases. The

Database of Interacting Proteins (DIP) [13] also compiles a diverse array of data, curated by professionals through manual and algorithmic methods to ensure its reliability.

Moreover, various other protein-protein interaction (PPI) datasets, including HIPPIE [14], Negatome [15], and IntAct [16], are also employed in PPI prediction studies, despite not being as widely used as the previously mentioned datasets.

III. GRAPH-BASED METHODS FOR PPI PREDICTION We classify these approaches into two primary groups based on their model structures. The first category employs Graph Neural Networks (GNN) or Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN), while the second category utilizes Graph Attention Network (GAT), Graph Auto-Encoders (Graph AE) or Graph- BERT.

TABLE I SUMMARY OF GNN AND GCN MODELS

Ref. Year Network Link Code Dataset

Liu [17] [18] 2019 GCN linklink N/A HIPPIE, DIP

Skip GNN [19] 2020 GNN link code SHS27k Yue [20] 2020 GNN link code HPRD GNN-PPI [21] 2021 GNN link code DIP Kang [22] 2021 GCN link code STRING Jha [23] 2022 GNN link code HPRD, DIP

HIGH-PPI [24] 2023 GNN link code SHS27K,SHS148K, DIP

SemiGNN-PPI [9] 2023 GNN,GCN link N/A

SHS27K, SHS148K, STRING

A. GNN and GCN for PPI Prediction

Table I provides a summary of the research using Graph Neural Networks and Graph Convolutional Networks.

Liu et al. [17], [18] were among the early researchers to propose the use of graph convolutional neural networks for predicting protein-protein interactions. They state that traditional prediction methods predominantly rely on amino acid sequence data, neglecting the valuable information embedded within the PPI network. Consequently, this study endeavors to combine PPI network information with amino acid sequence data, leveraging graph convolutional neural networks for prediction. When tested on the HIPPIE and DIP datasets, this approach demonstrated improvements over previous state-of-the-art models.

SkipGNN model [19] posits that conventional GNN models are most effective under the assumption that adjacent nodes exhibit direct similarity. However, in the networks of life sciences, the similarity between non-adjacent nodes also holds significant importance. Therefore, the SkipGNN model not only utilizes direct protein-protein interaction information but also leverages indirect second-order interactions. After modifying the original neural network architecture, the authors also employ an iterative fusion scheme to simultaneously use the original neural network and the skip graph. This model demonstrates commendable performance, maintaining robustness even in the presence of noise and data scarcity.

The work of Yue et al. [20] focuses on the application of graph embedding techniques within biomedical networks. Graph embedding learning is adept at automatically extracting low-dimensional representations of nodes, and traditional methods like matrix factorization have achieved notable success. Motivated by these advancements, the authors aim to apply the latest graph embedding methods to biomedical networks to evaluate their efficacy. Protein-protein interaction networks, as a subset of biomedical networks, have been particularly highlighted. The cutting-edge graph embedding technologies have yielded highly competitive results in this domain.

GNN-PPI [21] highlights limited generalizability as a major flaw in current models for predicting protein-protein interactions. This is especially apparent in forecasting interactions involving novel proteins which is often neglected by existing models. To address this, the authors have devised a new evaluation method that places greater emphasis on inter-novel-protein interactions and maintains consistency across different datasets. They introduced the GNN-PPI model, specifically designed to enhance the prediction of novel protein interactions. This model has achieved exceptional results across datasets of various scales, surpassing other models, with its performance being particularly notable in the prediction of inter-novel-protein interactions.

The LR-GNN model [22] focuses on representation learning of links to predict inter-molecular relationships. The model harnesses a combination of graph convolutional neural networks and encoders to acquire node embeddings and is equipped with a propagation rule designed to construct link representations from node embeddings. Additionally, the model incorporates a layer-wise fusing rule that combines link representations from all layers in the output, enabling the generation of more accurate results. The protein-protein interaction network is one of the biomedical networks utilized by the authors. Across multiple biomedical network datasets, the LR-GNN model has achieved state-of-the-art results.

Jha et al. [23] constructs graphs based on PDB files that contain 3D atomic coordinates and extracts node features using protein language models. The authors employed two types of neural network architectures, graph convolutional network and graph attention network, both of which yielded favorable results.

Gao et al. [24] contends that existing models are insufficient for capturing the natural hierarchy of protein-protein interactions (PPIs). To address this, this paper introduces a double-viewed hierarchical graph learning model, named HIGH-PPI, for predicting PPIs and inferring molecular details. This model features a hierarchical graph where each node represents a protein graph. In another view, a set of chemically relevant descriptors, as opposed to protein sequences, are utilized as a superior representation of protein relationships. The model is characterized by its high accuracy and robustness.

Zhao et al. [9] propose the SemiGNN-PPI model, which employs Mean Teacher and multiple graph consistency regularization to address label scarcity and domain shift in PPI prediction. This model also explores the issue of label dependencies to achieve improved prediction outcomes. Demonstrating exceptional performance on the STRING database, the SemiGNN-PPI model also shows advantages over other models in scenarios with label scarcity.

TABLE II SUMMARY OF GAT, GRAPH AE, AND GRAPH BERT MODELS

Ref. Year Network Link Code Dataset S-VGAE [25] 2020 Graph AE link code HPRD, DIP HO-VGAE [26] 2020 Graph AE link N/A Kovacs SN-GGAT [27] 2021 GAT link N/A DIP, HIPPIE

Struct2Graph [28] 2022 GAT link code IntAct,STRING

LDMGNN [29] 2022 Transformer, GIN link code

SHS27K, SHS148K

AFTGAN [10] 2023 Transformer, GAT link code

SHS27K, SHS148K

Jha [30] 2023 Graph-BERT link code HPRD,Negatome MM- StackEns [31] 2023 GAT link code DIP

B. GAT, Graph AE and Graph BERT for PPI Prediction

Table II gives a summary of the papers using Graph Attention Networks, Graph Auto-Encoders and Graph-BERT. Attention mechanisms have revolutionized model designs by eliminating the necessity for recurrence and convolutions. This innovation not only enables the model to selectively focus on specific segments of the input data, facilitating more parallelizable operations, but also significantly reduces training time, leading to superior performance in tasks such as machine translation.

Complementing this, the development of Graph Attention Networks (GATs) [32], offers a robust solution for graphstructured data. GATs adeptly address the limitations of prior graph convolution methods by allowing nodes to attend over their neighborhoods’ features, yielding a more dynamic representation. This flexibility in representation, combined with its applicability to both inductive and transductive problems, enables GATs to achieve state-of-the-art results on multiple benchmark datasets.

Baranwal et al. [28] employs graph attention network to forecast protein-protein interactions, enabling the identification of PPIs directly from the structural data of folded protein globules. Struct2Graph, their innovative model, boasts the ability to predict PPI with a remarkable accuracy of 0.9889 on a balanced dataset, comprising an equal number of positive and negative pairs. Impressively, on an unbalanced dataset with a 1:10 ratio between positive and negative pairs, Struct2Graph achieves a fivefold cross-validation average accuracy of 0.9942. Beyond mere prediction, Struct2Graph holds the potential to pinpoint residues that are likely to play a essential role in the formation of the protein-protein complex. The expertise of this residue identification ability was tested across different interaction types, and the model showcased its ability to identify interacting residues with an overall accuracy of 0.87 as well as a good specificity. Similarly, SN-GGAT [27] and MM-StackEns [31] also employ GAT to predict PPIs.

Yang et al. [25] explores the use of Auto-Encoder for predicting protein-protein interactions. They employ a model named S-VGAE (Signed Variational Graph Auto-Encoder), an enhanced graph representation learning method, to autonomously learn to encode graph structures into lowdimensional embeddings. Experiments on the HPRD and DIP datasets reveal that this model surpasses sequence-based models in terms of accuracy, showcasing it strength in dealing with extremely sparse networks and its ability to generalize effectively on new datasets. Likewise, The HO-VGAE model [26] also utilized graph auto-encoder for PPI predictions.

Zhong et al. [29] focus their research on long-distance dependency information between two amino acids in sequence and multi-order neighbor information in PPI network. They design a Long-Distance dependency combined Multihop Graph Neural Network (LDMGNN) model to solve these two problems. In this paper, they use multi-head self-attention transformer block to encode the amino acid sequences in order to extract the features from them. Also they use two-hop protein-protein interaction (THPPI) network in order to expand the receptive field. They use both PPI and THPPI models as two inputs to an identical graph isomorphic network (GIN) in order to obtain two embeddings. Subsequently they combine the information from both embeddings to predict proteinprotein interactions. The model achieved excellent results on both SHS27K and SHS148K datasets.

Kang et al. [10] introduce the Attention Free Transformer and Graph Attention Network (AFTGAN) model, designed for predicting multi-type protein-protein interactions. The ESM- 1b embedding utilized in the study has a variety of biological information, including protein sequences, and amino acid co-occurrence similarity. The AFT component is a variant of the transformer architecture that focuses on reducing the complexity and computational demand of traditional attention mechanisms. The GAN component is designed to handle graph-structured data, effectively capturing the relationships and interactions between nodes in a graph. Tested on the SHS27K and SHS148K databases, the AFTGAN model delivered commendable results, outperforming other models in comparison. Notably, it also demonstrated superiority in predicting PPIs between unknown proteins.

Jha et al. [30] present a PPI prediction model using a combination of Graph-BERT and the SeqVec language model. The model first uses SeqVec for feature vector extraction from protein sequences, and then employ Graph-BERT for PPI prediction. They employ Graph-BERT because of its effectiveness in tackling prevalent challenges for graph neural networks such as suspended animation and over-smoothing. The model achieves satisfactory results in identifying protein interactions.

IV. FUTURE WORK AND CONCLUSION Several papers have highlighted the limitations of existing study and suggest various promising avenues for future research. [18] suggests there is still space for further optimization of DNN model structures. In [24], the authors discuss the limitations of hierarchical graph learning for PPI, including its inability to fully utilize protein-level annotations and protein domain information. Additionally, limited memory space restricts the number of views in the hierarchical graph. The model’s robustness could also be further improved. Moreover, [22] suggests integrating more graph structural data of biological molecules for better predictions.

In conclusion, these papers collectively highlight the emerging role of graph neural networks in advancing PPI prediction. The models focus on using graph-based representations to capture complex protein interaction patterns. The models typically employ advanced techniques like attention mechanisms, and integrate diverse biological data to enhance prediction accuracy. However, they share common limitations in dealing with label scarcity, handling domain shifts, and optimizing network architectures for better performance. The future work suggested across these studies involves refining model architectures and enhancing data utilization strategies. These improvements aim to address current challenges and improve prediction accuracy further in the field of PPI prediction using GNN-based approaches.

REFERENCES

[1] Lun Hu, Xiaojuan Wang, Yu-An Huang, Pengwei Hu, and Zhu-Hong You, “A survey on computational models for predicting protein–protein interactions,” Briefings in bioinformatics, vol. 22, no. 5, pp. bbab036, 2021.

[2] Saeid Rasti and Chrysafis Vogiatzis, “A survey of computational methods in protein–protein interaction networks,” Annals of Operations Research, vol. 276, pp. 35–87, 2019.

[3] Yijie Ding, Jijun Tang, and Fei Guo, “Identification of protein–protein interactions via a novel matrix-based sequence representation model with amino acid contact information,” International journal of molecular sciences, vol. 17, no. 10, pp. 1623, 2016.

[4] Lopamudra Dey and Anirban Mukhopadhyay, “A classification-based approach to prediction of dengue virus and human protein-protein interactions using amino acid composition and conjoint triad features,” in 2019 IEEE region 10 symposium (TENSYMP), 2019, pp. 373–378.

[5] Xiaodi Yang, Shiping Yang, Qinmengge Li, Stefan Wuchty, and Ziding Zhang, “Prediction of human-virus protein-protein interactions through a sequence embedding-based machine learning method,” Computational and structural biotechnology journal, vol. 18, pp. 153–161, 2020.

[6] Tanlin Sun, Bo Zhou, Luhua Lai, and Jianfeng Pei, “Sequencebased prediction of protein protein interaction using a deep-learning algorithm,” BMC bioinformatics, vol. 18, pp. 1–8, 2017.

[7] Hang Li, Xiu-Jun Gong, Hua Yu, and Chang Zhou, “Deep neural network based predictions of protein interactions using primary sequences,” Molecules, vol. 23, no. 8, pp. 1923, 2018.

[8] Lei Yang, Yukun Han, Huixue Zhang, Wenlong Li, and Yu Dai, “Prediction of protein-protein interactions with local weight-sharing mechanism in deep learning,” BioMed Research International, 2020.

[9] Ziyuan Zhao, Peisheng Qian, Xulei Yang, et al., “Semignn-ppi: Selfensembling multi-graph neural network for efficient and generalizable protein–protein interaction prediction,” 2023, pp. 4984–4992, International Joint Conferences on Artificial Intelligence.

[10] Yanlei Kang, Arne Elofsson, Yunliang Jiang, Weihong Huang, Minzhe Yu, and Zhong Li, “Aftgan: prediction of multi-type ppi based on attention free transformer and graph attention network,” Bioinformatics, vol. 39, no. 2, pp. btad052, 2023.

[11] Andrea Franceschini, Damian Szklarczyk, Sune Frankild, et al., “STRING v9.1: protein-protein interaction networks, with increased coverage and integration,” Nucleic Acids Research, vol. 41, no. D1, pp. D808–D815, 11 2012.

[12] TS Keshava Prasad, Renu Goel, Kumaran Kandasamy, et al., “Human protein reference database—2009 update,” Nucleic acids research, vol. 37, no. suppl 1, pp. D767–D772, 2009.

[13] Ioannis Xenarios, Lukasz Salwínski, Xiaoqun Duan, et al., “DIP, the Database of Interacting Proteins: a research tool for studying cellular networks of protein interactions,” Nucleic Acids Research, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 303–305, 01 2002.

[14] Gregorio Alanis-Lobato, Miguel A Andrade-Navarro, and Martin H Schaefer, “Hippie v2. 0: enhancing meaningfulness and reliability of protein–protein interaction networks,” Nucleic acids research, p. gkw985, 2016.

[15] Philipp Blohm, Goar Frishman, Pawel Smialowski, et al., “Negatome 2.0: a database of non-interacting proteins derived by literature mining, manual annotation and protein structure analysis,” Nucleic acids research, vol. 42, pp. D396–D400, 2014.

[16] Samuel Kerrien, Bruno Aranda, Lionel Breuza, et al., “The intact molecular interaction database in 2012,” Nucleic acids research, vol. 40, pp. D841–D846, 2012.

[17] Leilei Liu, Yi lin Ma, Xianglei Zhu, et al., “Integrating sequence and network information to enhance protein-protein interaction prediction using graph convolutional networks,” 2019 IEEE International Conference on Bioinformatics and Biomedicine (BIBM), pp. 1762–1768, 2019.

[18] Leilei Liu, Xianglei Zhu, Yi Ma, et al., “Combining sequence and network information to enhance protein–protein interaction prediction,” in BMC Bioinformatics, 2020, vol. 21.

[19] Kexin Huang, Cao Xiao, Lucas Glass, Marinka Zitnik, and Jimeng Sun, “Skipgnn: predicting molecular interactions with skip-graph networks,” Scientific Reports, vol. 10, 2020.

[20] Xiang Yue, Zhen Wang, Jingong Huang, et al., “Graph embedding on biomedical networks: methods, applications and evaluations,” Bioinformatics, vol. 36, no. 4, pp. 1241–1251, 10 2019.

[21] Guofeng Lv, Zhiqiang Hu, Yanguang Bi, and Shaoting Zhang, “Learning unknown from correlations: Graph neural network for inter-novel-protein interaction prediction,” in IJCAI International joint conference on artificial intelligence, 2021.

[22] Chuanze Kang, Han Zhang, Zhuo Liu, Shenwei Huang, and Yanbin Yin, “LR-GNN: a graph neural network based on link representation for predicting molecular associations,” Briefings in Bioinformatics, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. bbab513, 12 2021.

[23] Kanchan Jha, Sriparna Saha, and Hiteshi Singh, “Prediction of protein– protein interaction using graph neural networks,” Scientific Reports, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 8360, 2022.

[24] Ziqi Gao, Chenran Jiang, Jiawen Zhang, Xiaosen Jiang, Lanqing Li, Peilin Zhao, Huanming Yang, Yong Huang, and Jia Li, “Hierarchical graph learning for protein–protein interaction,” Nature Communications, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 1093, 2023.

[25] Fang Yang, Kunjie Fan, Dandan Song, and Huakang Lin, “Graph-based prediction of protein-protein interactions with attributed signed graph embedding,” BMC bioinformatics, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 1–16, 2020.

[26] Ze Xiao and Yue Deng, “Graph embedding-based novel protein interaction prediction via higher-order graph convolutional network,” PloS one, vol. 15, no. 9, pp. e0238915, 2020.

[27] Zhijie Xiang, Weijia Gong, Zehui Li, Xue Yang, Jihua Wang, and Hong Wang, “Predicting protein–protein interactions via gated graph attention signed network,” Biomolecules, vol. 11, no. 6, pp. 799, 2021.

[28] Mayank Baranwal, Abram Magner, Jacob Saldinger, et al., “Struct2graph: a graph attention network for structure based predictions of protein–protein interactions,” BMC bioinformatics, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 370, 2022.

[29] Wen Zhong, Changxiang He, Chen Xiao, Yuru Liu, Xiaofei Qin, and Zhensheng Yu, “Long-distance dependency combined multi-hop graph neural networks for protein–protein interactions prediction,” BMC bioinformatics, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 1–21, 2022.

[30] Kanchan Jha, Sourav Karmakar, and Sriparna Saha, “Graph-bert and language model-based framework for protein–protein interaction identification,” Scientific Reports, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 5663, 2023.

[31] Alexandra-Ioana Albu, Maria-Iuliana Bocicor, and Gabriela Czibula, “Mm-stackens: A new deep multimodal stacked generalization approach for protein–protein interaction prediction,” Computers in Biology and Medicine, vol. 153, pp. 106526, 2023.

[32] Petar Veličković, Guillem Cucurull, Arantxa Casanova, Adriana Romero, Pietro Liò, and Yoshua Bengio, “Graph Attention Networks,” International Conference on Learning Representations, 2018, accepted as poster.