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Protein-protein Interaction Site Prediction Method Integrating Graph Attention Network

ZHANG Qing' ,ZHANG Yang' ,ZHOU Xiaogen' ,ZHANG Biao' ,HU Jun'*
! ( College of Information Engineering ,Zhejiang University of Technology ,Hangzhou 310023 ,China)
2 ( Center for Al and Computational Biology ,Suzhou Institution of Systems Medicine ,Suzhou 215123 ,China)

Abstract : Identifying protein-protein interaction ( PPI) sites is crucial for understanding biological processes and drug design. In recent
years, deep learning-based methods have made significant progress in predicting PPI sites. This paper proposes a novel deep learning
model , GL-GAT, which integrates Convolutional Neural Networks ( CNN ) , Bidirectional Long Short-Term Memory networks ( Bi-
LSTM) ,and Graph Attention Networks ( GAT) to effectively leverage both protein sequence and three-dimensional structural infor-
mation. Specifically, CNN is first used to extract sequence features generated by the protein language model ESM-2, and Bi-LSTM is
employed to capture position-specific scoring matrix,secondary structure,and spatial location information. These features are then con-
catenated to form node representations,and a protein graph is constructed based on the protein’s three-dimensional structure. Finally,
GAT is used to aggregate neighborhood information, and a fully connected neural network is applied to predict residue-level binding
probabilities. Experimental results demonstrate that,compared to current state-of-the-art methods, GL-GAT achieves superior predictive
accuracy across multiple critical performance metrics.

Keywords : protein-protein interaction site prediction ;protein language modeling ; graph attention network
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Z2—, ] Z25RER% R BEARER. AENE HRES %
SRYFEREEY AR ERRAEYEIREE R K
T 5 HALE B B4 F R A S A AR, XA EAE A
etk o B B R-%& B i A B /E B (Protein-Protein Interaction,
PPI) . PPI AL 8 BB F R EE AR B R 2 54 415
2, KR AT B E ORI B A EE BB R
X, AR 2GS T R IR, AR, E KA
VEEEARMEEEARRTERETERER, FLTE

EEFRMSEETERETEEEM, FHESIRE PPLE
BYEH BT, FZEOREMERUR TEHREE
FESL AT, SRR R AR B AR BB K R A
B SRR, LI R AR PPL v R BB R. B,
FFRBR B ERU T EE RAEDFEE¥NER
TiT R PRI R R T HT T R

WEE PLass: I FIRE S I HAR M PGER B, 32 % 20 41
TR T T E T EATREARMEAERALANBNS. X
SIP R R R 40 3 K BT MMk BT RIIRITE U
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REGEMMFIIEENRE L. R REEEPEERE
TFTEMWE S, XRFEFAEARMZEEHESH#T
PPI 37 3 . B4, Bradford % A" 5@t REH T AHTHR,
MWE B R =L HEIE P RBUSTESHFRE, L3R PPLA &L
. Chen A" B AWM EARKRERENIELNHEE
ERREF =M% E R IS EANGES. AWM, E TS
M TSR TRBRMELEMES Bl TEHEER
RBRARR , EEANEBRSHRES R, XFREH T8
JPEEFE R PPL A S TR LAY . B R B E
REY P R R , 5 B RF SR R BB R E e &5,
W TET RN FENNNE. XX FTEERZEMERN
B THRA TEEHRR, 28 B PPL AL S B G R
WRFR .

ETFFIR PPLAL G T o5 S E B e E e IR B
2R AR IR A TG . 7EAHE B E , A
FERAFFIMESENEQRIES ERRE. FHINTAR
EFEEYRE SR FEE U REHERSE. flin,
MNE R 18 4 46 B (Position Specific Scoring Matrix,
PSSM) @ HTHE AT R TREMS LR, BBA A E
PLAR B PRSP, B Z DA T PPL AL S . b, BT
DSSP!"?! ( Dictionary of Secondary Structure of Proteins ) 2748
B —REREETTEAEARTERS, SHEERAMLR
FBUHX. BRERESEESGEET 8 BB, BB AR
BEEBRFFIHRIIRER R R &, TFFIMNIISET
. 40, MSA Transformer™™ 4 g i 768 4 #% A F1 Pron-
tans' ™! 4 R A% 1024 4EHR A BN T PPL LA TR, 5551
ATAEAHMEM L, EHRE S HEAREHIRER ETXES &
BEEEERRIERES) . BR T RAE S, TREE 2 AR Ak b
FEARBR A PPLAL S I ARG LR, M ETIRESXY
A S R RRE, T SR &M 4% (CNN) JE3F
2% (RNN) Fil Transformer %%, 440 : DLPred ! i3 45
AL KERHEIZ % (SLSTM) 5 P57 4 R 4E (PSSM Hl
B R ) #E4T PPLAY S B ; DELPHI"® % F§ CNN,RNN #1
WO, I B ZF P FIATAERFE (20 PSSM., 34k 4
&) 2 FFRM B ; EnsemPPIS ! 454 Transformer 5] J#34
W%, 35| A Prontans % A , ¥E— 5 358 T LB 1) RAERE
71 ; Seq-Insite’ ! |Gk & MSA Transformer F1 Prontans % A , 3
SEZERANMKEHICIZNE (LSTM) R TE TR
FifY PPL AL TRIAE Sy, BbAh 3830 87 D HLIAE PPL A7 63 i
¥ B TR BUF 51 i BB £ T 315 B. DeepPPISP''™® | HN-
PPISP'"*)  ProB-Site'™ I D-PPIsite % J5 1 ¥ 3% F % 3 & , 76
EHRF LERBNE SRR EEREN R B, LY
SRR RRRI SRR RE Sy, —A BN RE. RE L RET
FPF 69 PPL AL g TR A s 7 — SR B LR T RS R, B
ENFEKHFFIES, MAR TEARNZREHES. B
TEARFTENZN, FF5IAHLE Y RETE = 4550 P AT REIE
BRI, TAEFEAR R E AT BB e = W LI e BV A EAER. X
Pz [R5 8 BB , FTRERZ nR TN B M k. B b, 4 R
REFBCRREGFISEMEBNTE, UHE—-LRFA
PPI v &3 BRI P RE.

VLR HEE B P 2 W 48 B AR R R R, BT 98 A R B Wi

PPL v SR A B W R AR E S BT BN OET
FREARN=424HESNERARE,FHFFIESIE
HERIERA, RS RARTF SEHES BT EME
R $R BB EL 22 [6] #1925 6] 5% . GraphPPIS ™" B Yok B i 2
4% LA F PPL A & T , SR FF ] 25 F2 ) & ( Graph Convolu-
tional Network, GCN ) fEZ2 )¢ PSSM. HMM HI DSSP 43 1F &
FEFINTAE RS AT RS, FETRER WM EEREAK
&l RGN"™! 7 th &AMl 15| A T B7:% /7 W% ( Graph Attention
Network, GAT) , 454 GCN-GAT {B 4284, IEEBREREK
HIRPAE , %4 PSSM HMM, S 521571358 LA K ProtTrans #t A
YEJ0 ¥ U ARME. BE)S , EGRET™™ IR HE TEIE B % H
W4 4% ProtTrans i AfE K17 SUIRIE, 35 A G B AE
JHNFHE , DIRRR A BRE S FR RIEI S REET
PR3 54 ERE T ISTE PPLAL G I P BUS T —EH R,
B2 R R . & %8, K £ $J7 54K PDB ( Protein Data
Bank) & (R 18 BE R R4S, T PDB B S TAEIAR, §
BYSFHIEAR, FmER 2 R MBNEE. Kk, A
¥ K BE % 4 A A} TrRosetta™! | I-TASSER™ Al-
phaFold3™ &2t T T &, 3 S 4 3iE , IR TR Y
ZALRES. AN, ERFIE R E T IE, REEREEBSF
B BT 3R B MRRRARE R R B R R MR B M 2 R AE,
X —0 B TR B F A RE.

AR T —FET RS REHERNEER INE R
EERAEERA ST % GL-GAT. iR FHEL R 51
23R8 AR S XA EFIRHE , R P AR SRS 2 512 B
SRR, &R HEQRIEFHER ESM2 £
B HA—ZEH R R4 (Convld) HEATHFHE 2 ; RFFAFIE
M ENE ORIV ERRERSERE BT _REHW R
PLEAE S PR, A B K E R IZ 4% (Bi-LSTM ) 3
THRIES . B , R B BN 2R 5 R IEE 1 A5
I, FEERBREMESMENEARE  MAZRERS
WS, & BRRBLEREHRT R, HHENRE
B PPLES S0 R AYBESR. %183 PDB L MBENE R L
EIARR, &85 %) AlphaFold2 T il 1) & H R 45 4h FE VI 45
B, URAER N S8, BEWRES REYH, GL-
GAT 7EZ PR B EEIA IR THA LR 5.

1 #EFAE

1.1 EEHIES

ABRFERAE 7 AN 37 B9 B & X GL-GAT [yl
HREFT RSV , A5 Dset_186171  Dset_1641%! Dset_
72171 Dset_70"*1 Dset_60""1 , Dset_4481*'1 1 Dset_3551"!.
Dset_186 18 186 & B RFF, REFFIE 5 105 P FIE
ZREEAESY , R SIS KT 25% . Dset_72 | 72
L£EBRFEFIA M, @it BLASTClust™ #5555 Dset_186 5
SR =25% BYFF 51 J5 MR T L. Dset_164 & 164 £ &
HEFFF, BERIE T 2010 5£ 6 A ~2013 48 11 A HiRIHTH
VR PDB iR FESH , HHE IG5 Dset_186 F Dset_72
FHFIR AR TR A , AR (R BRI TUR AR
A PO 5 HY £ #4178 5 70 [, GraphPPIS #% Dset_186.
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Dset_72 F1 Dset_164 #&h—MG—FIR4E , I+ HFH BLAST-
Clust Z:BRFFFIHE IR R 25% B E B X R 90% MITR
BHR, REHRE 395 FIETKEQHE Hb,335 FATII
SRAE I 60 ZRAE A LI AR (Dset_60) . [F]£¥, DeepPPISP
W4 Dset_186.Dset_72 il Dset_164 4HE&H—TEIEE, %
F 83. 3% 1 LLBIRESLRI - A g B Fn AR , I A8 2 AW
REME 70 £F B4 (Dset_70). Dset_448 f18 448 &&EH
B3, BB R IE T BioLiP $iEFE, AR FAKTFFINFFI
FARMAERHET 25% . S — B R ARSI T4 BE , Dset_355 |
DELPHI #43# ,3# 51 M Dset_448 Hjii Bk 5 DLPred Il i 7
SRR 40% B9 93 BB TUFSI TR,

R ZRET B, AHT AR T Dset_9982 ¥l &, 3
B4 B DELPHI W& 338 408 9982 & IETTREH R
FP31, Hos g 427687 45 & R 5 3826511 MRS A 5%
2 ARREARFFIZ S FFAE S A 8T 25% , 1t
BYIEES 7 NSLIRE Z R RS A AR T 25% , B
AR R PIAG Y B FNZ AL RE 7. FEDI R AR s , B TR
FRE 2 Ee B DI - T E SR 2 SR e R DI R BB 2 9: 1 WYL
BIRE AL R 4, Hoo 90% MY B A TR B YI &, Bl &
10% T RAE. MXPEREN RS TE S BRL HRIER

x1 BREERS
Table 1 Information of datasets
SRS BEOf RBRER SeRE EEERE

Dset_9982 9982 4254198 427687 3826511
Dset_186 186 36219 5517 30702
Dset_164 164 33681 6096 27585
Dset_72 72 18140 1923 16217
Dset_60 60 13144 2075 11069
Dset_70 70 11791 2332 9459

Dset_448 448
Dset_355 355

116500
95940

15810
11467

100690
84473

BN -3, EINSEE BN BEARFIIKERT TR
WALALE, B BT P K A & 1000 MRE. X T
1000 MEREERFFF , R AT AL B ; X T4 T 1000 N EREH)
FP31 , N3E R FEAR ST 2 1000.
1.2 £RFHIHE

AR, EE B TR AA A RHE W A T PPL AL AT
WBF4E , /295 Prontans F1 MSA Transformer #% A %%, 303K F
FT Transformer Z54 3 H JR1E S 25! ESM-2 ( Evolutionary
Scale Modeling 2,ESM-2) ") 4= i ik A M Hy 2 R PR SIARAE -
ESM-2 3 33 KRR B 25 2 ) S B PR 7R A5 IR) o 72 K o)
RAEBBEENFIIMARS. 5EGEHEZFF X
(MSA) FiEAR,ESM-2 TR FEIRFFIHE A, TRED B %
BEANHBM B R E B 5 S HE B UniRef50 &
BRSEEE EUISR, HhEAREA R —1 1280 ZEFUARAE M
&, PPL{y S IR ft LB W 2R FFIRAE.
1.3 REFFIHE

% DeepPPIS . HN-PPISP . ProB-Site $1 D-PPlsite J5 32 il jg
R A FR A RER BT SCRE AL BURRRFFIAHE. Bk
M= , %GB PSSM ., DSSP i1 & 1& B, ( Position Information , PI)
3 BRIE , 4 GRS B DALRIR BRI FFI4SME. PSSM 4%

fER—A 20 ey B, By PSLBLAST™ THA R, X TAR
A3 RIS RIETURBR B , 97 0. 001 /Ek E {E B{E AT
ZRFIHLRT, DR EN B ERBEMNFLIE S DSSP ##4E
B—A 14 gy &, B DSSP B PRI, AR ETEER
JRT oz SR R AR B, TSR B — R 551, A
ERESRER 1 EME, RAENMEERBENHMNALER
B BEREPE i MREMN PHEESAR VLiTHE, Kb L2
FEERA SRR X PR — M EE 7 L x35 By
FHEAERE B S & DAL (B O R R W) #EATA
BB R Lx Wx35 HRABFFIAERERE , fE NG 4
BRI 25 5 TR A . FERFAERE &3 #2H , PSSM. DSSP #
PLX 3 8RB H e PH 4%, RG4S i A 7, B i e
ARG EMR. GRS ERENREEFHNS
VAR S AHE AL E 4375
1.4 EARMBEREERT

AR RHBEORN=ZREHRTRE G, HPENTA
X T—MNEERBRE A THEREZ MERXE, 51
TRIERE AP £=21) MIP TR, PERRNHFEE
TRER K FHRETFER. BAMS, X THEMTR 80
THEZRESHMREZ R AR XK LESER, I
BUEISE (B R FEERS) , A B R EL IR 193 425 [ B2
IR, Hb  BARMET AT EL R =280 R
B MRS, ERE N R TR TFERBILMN kMR R E
SET R XMEBHRTIRREMREEAR=Z4EHRR
PR MRS, e SR a4 R A HEUT
1.5 HHBXWE LSTM BiEEEM

APFRRS T —F RSB RN KA RHCIZ R R
F1 R 4% BB #], 4y 4 i CBGAN ( Convolutional BiLSTM on
Graph Attention Network ) . CBGAN Y2 A INE 1 Frmw.
WME 1 i ERIER AR, B RS IE R A B 2R P
FURHE R RFBFFFIARE. 25 FF FIRHAE i I 25 49 ESM-2
R IR, WIERTE ARy L x 1280. Sy PRARAFAEZ4E BE R BUR R K
B8 FERBRZR/D R 21 1) Convld E X 2R FF 5 RHE 3

A slide window

1. i3 i2 31 i i+lit2 #3].. n
[al-[s]r]efr]p[c|N][-|B]

l Protein Sequence l

[ Esm2 | [PSSM. DssP. P1

F1 CBGAN HZEfy
Fig.1 Architecture of CBGAN
TTab R, BETERA L x64 B2 RAHMEFR . RERFFFIHHE N
Hi PSSM.,DSSP 1 PLIg i 3 8 1 75 35 42 B, MURIB R O L
x W x35 BURMEAERE . AR B A 2 — M & 16 N ERTTH)
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Bi-LSTM 2, AR 5 o 1Y B T SURBIR R, It B R
T LxWx32 FjkE. FifS, REEHE DR EARSRIE,
BB R L x32. &3t ERbRE, & RFFIRE N BRAR
AH Hypy € RZ® BB FIFENBEERER N H,u €
R RGBSR TS, R RISIEH = {h,1i=1,
2, ,L} e R,

TERIM R B BB B, WRRHE H 0 1. 4 TR E
HRE S —FMA ZE GAT 2. % GAT &/ B FE W& 4
B, EBRAE 3 ML MER L, MIHEARNEENE,
WIRENEFWRERR. SEBE AN RLES - BERE
BATBHE, BB RO L <32 T RRR o, DIERERIR R
KRB BEJE , WRFRR 2, YA RARE b, BEATHHE 152
BARMBEIFE b, B2, BAIHE b, B R R s
BRGNS R EE P,

1.6 CBGAN By jE

ABFFEFRFS PyTorch #222(1. 10. 2 k) ,7£ GPU(NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 3090) SERI 2R LA R AL 2. i 4bas R FH B3
PAERETHRALAS (Adam) , 35 5% R B A — ST 38 U B 2k R
¥ (BCE Loss) ,41/A3 (1) Fins

BCE= - ¥ [4log(y) +(1-1) log(1-3)] (1)

Hp N BERAYL BRE i MRERRNESRE,y, RERR
FRIUAE. PIGRd B , 2 3 | HER KNI Gt BBl 3 E
> 0.001.100 #n 100.
1.7 RhiEER

AHFFRR 5 A% AR PP A 18 45 : M4 B (Accuracy,
ACC) &4 (Precision, PRE) . R 8 & ( Sensitivity , SEN) . 4
S+t ( Specificity, SPE) \F1 43 (F1) DL R BB 5 MR R
(Matthews Correlation Coefficient, MCC). B T F1 iE 437X
W5 REBEZ R FRVE, G TAEEF G AT
B, T MCC fERER AR RBEEGERN, BB ELED
TR BE. B i, 78 PPL AL R WA 4, F1 . MCC 3 T
WER MR EE ST RS AEE. 5 MPARATEL
AR(2) ~AK(T):

ACC TP + IN

“TP+IN+FP+FN

_ TP
~TP + FP

TP
TTP +FN

_IN
TN + FP

2 x SEN x PRE
Fl= SEN + PRE (6)

_ TP x TN — FN x FP
- (TP + FP) x (TP + FN) x (TN + FP) x (IN + FN)
(7)
o, EFH 1 (True Positive, 7P) 184 IE B T 3 E AL R AY
BHEPRIREE ; A (True Negative, TN) 48 4 1E 4 Tl 7 3F
RHA R B ZEBRFREE ; [ I (False Positive, FP) #5444 1R
T o 3 H A BB A BRFR & 5 R B £ ( False Negative, FN)
BRI R IR BN RN EERRE. EH , R

(2)
PRE (3)

SEN

(4)

SPE = (5)

MCC

R PSEE—BIE, DR A3 B AR S LR AL
PARIF—2, Bk SEN.PRE Fl F1 1%, IeAh, h T E2H M
LB R RE , A BT TR AR A TARAHEf R T AR (Area
Under the Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve , AUC) Fl &
47 ) i 28 T & R ( Area Under the Precision-Recall Curve,
AUPR) fERHNFEVEM 81T AUC R A B 7E A R B{E T i 28
143258877, T AUPR 3G TR P4 432 R, RS SE v o
PP RIE IE AR b TR RE 7).

2 XBERSHH

2.1 FEFEEREDSEEE R R

HTRAFT R AFAE o A [ 28 B A R AE (PSSM,
DSSP # PI) ZEAE B (Y SRR, AR T BT IR S50 T — R I Al
S ALK RS B F O RNEERN 1, LRSS
VIR FIZS R B3 ARHE 76 R SR ARAE W B R RE A S IR, o
KRRV, YR RIF 5 T A RER , EAERIEE R
£ FETOEMS B IRER BIRARAE. B4R, @451 %
B&T PSSM.DSSP L J PL, ¥ T SRR A 207 AR

oPSSM+PI oPHDSSP
BDSSP+PSSM  mPSSM-+DSSP+PI  (0.51580.5241

Bl 2 GL-GAT 7E Dest_448 $3E4&E FARRIZSRIA
JRERRFIETH B 45 R
Fig.2 Ablation study of different types of local features for
GL-GAT on the Dset_448 dataset

LRGRIY, NE 2 Fim, 4 3 FrERE [F W6 R,
MCC 0 F1 ¥R BI BB, 535 0.449 #01 0. 524. SR, KB
AR B — P )T B BE 4 HH B T % R BR PSSM, MCC Fl
F1 43 BIF&A% 10. 7% 9. 3% ;2% DSSP,MCC F F1 4}-Hlf&A%
20.1% .17.4% ;%% PI,MCC # F1 43 B)F&{% 1% .0.8% . 45
7B, PSSM.DSSP #1 PLFHEE R #8 BAMKE B, I
B ORI T B EEE. (ERER AR, 2 DSSP #HE
WEIRR, E AR TRIBES W E. X—HR R,
DSSP #HEFEEE T JRERAHE B PPLAL QTR I 0 2 AR
FREIEM. &5 LFiR ,PSSM.DSSP il PLAHMERN S & REB A
RO TR R Y T I BB
2.2 FEKEMNEHEOXNEERZE

AW RGEHBHN T AR SHE O R/ IR PR A &
Wl HHEAT TR BAATM S, R AR SIE O B RBUR
ERFFFURHE , [R5 BR 2 R FFFIARE , AR SCI0 45 R RERG Y
R BRI S O RSExRIFFIES BRI
FTHR

X T4 ERBNE O KD W, E X RIE O KD w, b W
=2w+ L X w1l ~9 ZENAFRBUE(B w=1,2,3,--,9)
I MCC 1 F1 (¥UEREAT T4, DA sh 8 O R/ X
RIPREROR . SKREERRY, A 3 B, 4 w =3 W, MCC
1 F1 {B535177 0. 459 F 0. 533 % F H A g 0 R T i) MCC Fn



890 VN

B R HENLER A

2026 £

FL{E. BbAh, 3% w <3 W, MCC Fl F1 {EREE & O R/DMEIER
T3 A0, 34 w >3 W, MCC #0 F1 {5 B Sh 28 T e, H4E

0.60
- -
0.551 MCC F1

0.50[0.524 0528 0533 0.529 0578 4537
Foas 0.459 0455 o 3 Sap
S 0.449 0.454 0. X 0.454 0447

0.40r 043275414 0.41

0.35F
0.30

2 3 4_5 6 1 8 9
Window sizes
B3 ARESE O KEERIESE B0 BTN RELE
Fig.3 Comparison of model prediction performance with
different sliding window lengths on the validation set

WREART w=3 BAEME. £5RRW, BIE O R/PRY R
HATRNZ R EE.
2.3 FELRFFIFEXNEE R0

R ERF TS IE R B A, AT X L T R R
Fn: 1) ESM2 A BB AR ;2) RG4S IE4 & TSF
(PSSM +DSSP + PI). &AL R EHTE L, B E GL-
GAT HRARHER S, (UE B2 /AR ERA AL DT
MR FHATIAE. 38 2 Fias , 7E Dset_448 F Dset_164 3
& b ESM2 fE R 2R P SRR E R, BRI 7E B A T A 1R A
E39LT TSF, R ESM2 A BRI 2R/FIIFEERE
RET.

R2 ARILRFFFIRIE ESM-2 FfEG R FIREH &
(TSF) M BUAY R

Table 2 Impact of different global sequence features (ESM-2)
and traditional sequence features ( TSF) on model performance

¥R L Fl MCC AUC AUPR
Dest_448 ESM-2 0.582 0.516  0.880 0.597
TSF 0.524  0.450  0.851 0.528

Dest_164 ESM-2 0.477 0.361  0.783 0.466
TSF 0.448  0.326  0.766 0.430

7E Dset_448 $3B4 I, 5 TSF 45 Hh, ESM-2 $$4Efff MCC
#£7}6.6% ,F1 #7 5.7% ;7 Dset_164 3B , MCC £F+
3.5% ,F1 37 2.9% . B0, 7 Dset_448 1 Dset_164 $igss
|, ESM2 iR T B/ ) AUC 1 AUCPR. LR 45 R KW,
ESM-2 RES A mIG R BFFIE B, ¥ah TSF AR, B H
PPI v &3 BRI P RE.
2.4 FENMEFIERZ EIRYIEE LS

HEUE GL-GAT X 45 2844 PPI {5 B AL 4 A 3L
P, AR B T F R R R HET L 5: 1) GL-GCN, R A
GCN fR# GAT #11fE R R &, RIFMHAMNEL RESH A
A BHE GAT F R AL AR T 55 B S R AE R RE
73;2) GL-BiLSTM, Ui A FFFI R IE, B E B R B 415
B, Wl 2 B4+ {5 B 7E PPL AL T A VR .

7E Dset_448 PB4 FLRE R, A 4 fin, GL-
GAT B3 H RiF 188, H: MCC.F1 ,AUC 1 AUPR #4743 51
353 0. 516.0. 582.0. 880 1 0. 597. & = : K F GL-
BiLSTM, GL-GAT 3@ i} 5| A BEI 55 #1555 4 T8 tn 4 518 7+
3.5% .3.1% .1.7% #1 3. 5% , EH = [q E#15 B5HF PPI {x

RRFIZXRER. M5 GL-GCN By} LB, R TELE
M, GL-GAT @3 B A — B T TR PR, 4 T
AR AR 5. 3% 4.6% 3. 1% 1 6. 1% , X —4F REH,
GAT BQTERE B BB 7E AR TR L [F) R BRSE R TR T A F)

0 GL-GCN B GL-BiLSTM &GL-GAT

g
(53
[22]

1.0
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3

el
(¥}
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Fig.4 Comparison of model prediction performance
across different model architectures
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BRILEANA) Seq-Insite 43HHR T} 5.4% 4.6% 2. 1% F14.5%.
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Bias ,GL-GAT HG 2] 19 MR .82 M REAM.17 MBE  ERAER, FARRETRUBRATHEE. REERRAA
FREE 3 MREAYE. #HEL T RGN, GL-GAT 7 EFIMWMMW  FMEEAM: I H M T GraphPPIS,{H GL-GAT HY{E J 0. 583,
#3 GL-GAT SETFFIFAETEMTINTT & MM aBEL

Table 3 Performance comparison of GL-GAT with sequence-based and structure-based prediction method

Dataset Model ACC PRE SPE SEN MCC F1 AUC AUPR
PITHIA? 0.840 0.408 0.907 0.408 0.315 0.408 0.778 0.387

PIPENN * 0.860 0.470 0.870 0.470 0.254 0.385 0.729 0.357

Dset_448 D-PPIsite * 0.859 0.480 0.919 0.480 0.399 0.480 0.824 0.479
Seq-Insite * 0.874 0.535 0.927 0.535 0.462 0.535 0.859 0.552

GL-GAT 0.886 0.581 0.934 0. 581 0.516 0.581 0. 880 0.597

PITHIA? 0.793 0.444 0.873 0.444 0.317 0.444 0.768 0.442

D-PPIsite * 0.871 0.460 0.927 0.460 0.387 0.460 0.822 0.448

Dset_335 Seq-Insite * 0.841 0.573 0.902 0.573 0.476 0.573 0.853 0.617
Seq-Insitef 0.886 0.525 0.935 0.525 0.460 0.525 0.859 0.532

GL-GAT 0.897 0.571 0.941 0.5571 0.512 0.571 0. 880 0.573

DELPHI? 0.765 0.274 0.914 0.274 0.189 0.274 0.711 0.237

Dset 164 D-PPIsite * 0.851 0.299 0.917 0.299 0.216 0.299 0.740 0.254
- PITHIA * 0.815 0.360 0.892 0.360 0.252 0.360 0.731 0.340
GL-GAT 0.810 0.477 0. 884 0.477 0.361 0.4477 0.782 0. 466

SENSDeep * 0.776 0.355 0. 866 0.355 0.223 0.358 0. 685 0.338

Dset 186 PITHIA * 0.815 0.360 0.892 0.360 0.252 0.360 0.731 0.340
N D-PPIsite * 0.778 0.386 0. 864 0.386 0.250 0.386 0.710 0.364
GL-GAT 0.829 0.440 0.899 0. 440 0.339 0.440 0.778 0. 410

DELPHI * 0.847 0.274 0.914 0.274 0.189 0.274 0.711 0.237

Dset 72 SENSDeep * 0.788 0.258 0.832 0. 448 0.224 0.327 0.714 0.264
B D-PPIsite * 0.851 0.299 0.917 0.299 0.216 0.299 0.740 0.254
GL-GAT 0.857 0.324 0.920 0.324 0.244 0.324 0.778 0.274

ProNA2020 * 0.741 0.297 N/A 0.229 0.106 0.258 N/A N/A

EnsemPPIS * 0.732 0.375 N/A 0.532 0.277 0.440 0.719 0.405

Dset_70 EGRET ** 0.715 0.358 N/A 0.591 0.270 0.438 0.719 0.405
Seq-Insite * 0.781 0.447 0. 864 0.447 0.311 0.447 0.766 0. 440

GL-GAT 0.787 0. 460 0.867 0. 460 0.327 0.460 0.740 0.426

DELPHI? 0.792 0.343 0.877 0.343 0.219 0.343 0.699 0.319

SENSDeep * 0.768 0.344 N/A 0.370 0.199 0.339 0. 686 0.371

ProB-Site * 0.799 0.407 N/A 0.612 0.368 0.517 0.844 0. 467

Dset 60 Seq-Insite * 0.826 0.448 0.897 0.448 0.345 0.448 0.798 0.430
- MaSIF-site * ' 0.780 0.370 N/A 0.561 0.326 0.446 0.775 0.439
GraphPPIS™ 0.816 0.417 0.891 0.417 0.308 0.417 0.776 0.406

RGN* 0.824 0.443 0. 896 0.443 0.338 0.443 0.783 0.427

GL-GAT 0.826 0.449 0.897 0.449 0.345 0.449 0.778 0.420

A EREM Seq-Tnsite RABH,A0A " B BE TN HAWMELTFIIN. A7F * 10 A& BRI IRET 1
ZERK B Seq-Insite ! R HLAOH FEM KL

wr Probability curve(GL-GAT) - Probability curve(Seq-insite) ... Probability curve(PITHIA)
~= Threshold(GL-GAT) -~ Threshold(Seq-insite) - Threshold(PITHIA)
Binding residue(GL-GAT) Binding residue(Seq-insite) Binding residue(PITHIA)

TP=17 TN=140 FP=11 FN=0(GL-GAT) TP=9 TN=138 FP=13 FN=8(Seq-insite} TP=6 TN=143 FP=8 FN=11(PITHIA)
B Bindiﬁg residue Protein:B4E5Y6

Predicted Probability Value

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Residue Index

K5 GL-GAT.Seq-insite 1 PITHIA 7£ BAE6 Y6 | /Y PPL Fl ¥ 58
Fig.5 PPI prediction performance of different predictors,i. e. ,GL-GAT ,Seqg-insite and PITHIA on B4E6Y6
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Fig. 6 PPI prediction performance of different predictors,i. e. ,GL-GAT ,RGN and GraphPPIS on 3cqcA
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