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Deep Learning Framework for Predicting Essential Proteins Based on
Feature Graph Network and Multiple Biological Information
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College of Com puter Science and Technology , Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problem that identifying essential proteins in biological experiments was time-
consuming and laborious, and using computational methods to predict essential proteins could not
effectively integrate biological information, we proposed a deep learning framework. Firstly, a
weighted protein interaction network was constructed by using network topology structure, gene
expression data and gene ontology (GO) annotated data. Secondly, feature vectors were extracted
from subcellular localization data, protein complex data and gene expression data by using feature
graph network and bi-directional long short-term memory cells, respectively. Finally, these feature
vectors were input into the task learning layer to predict essential proteins. The experimental results
show that, compared with existing computational methods, the proposed method has better predictive
performance.
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A ERE . HAT, % R A Ay 2 R RNA (ribonucleic acid) T4 . 4514
P BB R B PR R R S S a0 Ty o, HR S Ik BE S B . BEE mE R R R, LR
TREWAEYE, B R R T EOR SRR

Halii Bk R ML P 2R, TR MK ik ME TSI e BT E LM
(7 I IR T Jeong %550 8 H B o0 PR RO, B — AN 8 A S 7E B (B A B fE ] (protein-protein
interaction, PPD W 4% By 4 Fh i 4580 B 5%, EBOCHE. 2R & . BFSE N LT PPT M 4% (1 4 $1h 45
MR e 8 1 R, U0 B Pl (degree centrality, DC) . 4%+ 014 (betweenness centrality, BC) .
JR RS2 3% 5@ PE (local average connectivity, LAC)Y! FJ5 #B 40 H.4E F % & (local interaction density,
LID)M 45 (3K 607 3k 2006 T OB AR 1 0T [ A 19 AR 0 2= R AE S 0, DRI SR N B 25 B A5 B R [ 1 A= )
SRR R LR R, PeCl A WDCH J5 0 PPT W 4% 5 56 N 6k Bt A5 & DABE v G B 2 1 TR
AR B HERG R, Lei 25U HE T 56T 040 i 72 137 509 . RNA-Seq (4 Al GO (gene ontology) 11 B 5 4
1) OCHE AR B0 7 vk RSG. SCBRL 1L 48 T —Fh 5L T PPI M 1 Jm il % B2 . BC LR EHRE &
B B H0 P (in-degree centrality of complex, 1DC) k4 2H & 7 )7 1% LBCC.

HAT, S8 1 7F 2 M OCHE H B AL Ge il 7 2 5 i AR B 27 S HE SR, BLas 7 > J7 238706 LA
T BRI G AR HT. BERACRIERRAE , M IR R, SRR 0 B EHE R, F PR AR
HhE. FMNE Bayes. FEHLAEM . 5 EHL (support vector machine, SVM) ., Adaboost, B35 #1312 35
1 & TR0 S B B (B AL GE ML 2 2 5%, DeepEP & Zeng 25U #2 H Y — N IR B 24 5 HE 4L,
ML R & FR A 25 M 2% (convolutional neural network, CNN) M 3 K 32 ik B0 45 A 42 B A= 9 B4,
K node2vec™ )\ PP W 45 rfr2g o] 40 $MRRAE R J5 K B AT F 82 000 5G4 28 1 5T, DeepEP 3£ R T
— iR R W U R AN A 2 2] AR L Zeng SN T R B B PR R A B0 B R JE ML SR T — AN IE
FE 2R ) BOREZR , & R B K 48 12 42 48 8 (bi-directional long short-term memory, BILSTM) M i
HARAE, 2R node2vec A PPT W 46 2 3 3 FNRRAE » ELBE 0 1 6 S0 40 Al 5 457 50 19 R . Yue 50
P T — AR 22 2] 5 vk B node2vec $EEUE) PP W45 40 FNERAE | SV 20 B S o7 $5 405 A 3 DR 3 2k B8 A
G546, T B IREE R o B A BRI R ] T R R SR A B . DAAE AN (W) Y S5 5 i b B I JR] 4 R
fiE. DeepCellEss ™ J& —Fli 1 T J5 51 ) W fff o PR TR BE 24 ST HE 42, R HT CNIN AT BILSTM MR 11527 81 th
FAIWAEAR B 2k BT E LG S5 22 G TR AT RV, ] T AN B AR R S 1 O B AR 1 BT T
. CTFM T h-quasi-cliques Fl uv-triangle [B4Eh G4 MF LU B 2 645 B IR 9 DG 58 75 1 .

BAR FRTFERCR R4, EANAETE — 2L 55 . 1 SCE s ), SEE Uy ¥R AR B PPT I 4% B4 b
AEAEAB B VB BE P g R R 5 2 SIEy Jy 9k () A, 1 52 24k DO 24 ) ) ok il i — > BRI TS rh oo Pk 4
br, FHHEPEAS —AE AR EZEN, HF5E A RARE R — D& s, o E R E 0 e
PLOIFR R R B AR i, 532 PPL IS RIS B T4, JF H PPT MR &2 44, 4r it A A 78 40 il i
PPI M NG R (5 B, 2 TAE G bLgR 7 2 09 7 B AROBE T N TIE PR HRAE. HRAE A A R Pk gy, G 4k
D7 R TN AR R . FE A TR S ST HE SR b, PPT W 2% b 2R 1 5 22 18] 09 4 4D B R R 15 B TS
FIH . EERIAE node2vec HEBAYFRAE .

e R R, 2D B R G B AR BT AN TN ORE B, AR SCHR A R TR AR 18] 9 2% (feature
graph network, FGN) F1 £ A4: 95 B 1M 5C 5 25 1 B A9 IR B 22 ST A 2R . 78 I B 1 5098 4 BioGRID #
DIP b % e Se g 45 SRR B A SOy ¥ T B BT 0 0 5 T 5 2 48 5 ik FL a2 >0 O k. TH Rl S 4R
S5 R, FGNUYURIE 40 A 2 A5 B0 i i FH 38 4 e 1 OB AR (R O M, B R E A U
A BT 5 m W CR . W 4 PPT 28 AL, BB MR A IS th M A5 i 52 me . 5 PPT M 28 i 415 .
AT 2E — 25 4t o AR SCHR L A TR B 2 ST HEZR A 1k g

1 EFigit
AR SCHE S — A T S AR R TR A B e ST AE AL, R AR
1) T PPI MR FMERAE . B R R 508 1 GO 1 BB M B mA PP M 4%, LS/ PPI M 2% v
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A B 52, FREE PP M4 1E B,

2) ARCRB MR WE 1 P, BEwmElsg. FREaoe N A ENEEMEARESY
ByE A R B — DR R e, B A — RS 1 024 B EREMBGGE, Dt—
A RBUFE., KRB 1 024 4ERFRAE a] i BEE . TER—A~ 1 024 X 2 B94RAE 1A =, S A2 2 A0
FGN 1, U2 FEEFHNT HEFER. NED FGN Bl )g, 45 A J & H — 1k (batch
normalization, BN)JZ . #4752 M Dropout(BEHLI 1) 2, VARG 1kid #16, M 42 5 W 45 1932 1k 8 77.
FGN 1 i ¥ 30 2045 B (PPT W 4% o0 38 [ 5t 22 [6) AH 3% 19 31 2 % B 4 AE AR 22 6 9 o DA TTTT A B 4 b AR 77 )
M EER.

3) MIZELER T 230 ) A BILSTM M ZE PR 36 3k B P A 42 BURRTE 1a) &, DUl 42 88 & o B i 1) AR
B FRIBRE, A AR R EABIEES 3 MESLRI A, — R Pa 12 AabE s, Heg
HAEE B GHXFRN —A 36 iRy R Rk IE, T, #asE;j A0faE .

4) PHE LR ARSI ER R, FE M AIMES R E B —E2E R MmN e E A i, &
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Fig.1 Network structure
1.1 Zmilay PPI X 4%

PPT 453 5 i & 0 o TALE GV E), Hh V RoREABMES . E R & A -8 H B
HAEMMES. VSR AR PPT M4, 8 5T =2 (8] 9 AR AR 8 A 2 S50 i, JF i 7
AR RO R, (B IEAT B PPT 28 K54 4 v a5 A 76 e 7 O0f 00000 14 8 7 AR AN A 52 o AR 4 1 A B
P T 5 B8 hy A3 BCAS [R) R A R, B V80 /0 M 75 R8I iy B2 e, JF R & PPT M6 i3 245 B, Wil A #1 T
BICHEE  H. AR Pearson #H ¢ 2% (Pearson correlation coefficient, PCCP | GO & L AHAL
J# (GO semantic similarity, GSS)PYF1ih % B4 R (edge clustering coefficient, ECC) & 75 19 it
Z 8] B AH HLAE 5 B
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A3 e HAE A, BT PCC MBUAEE FEL—1.1], FrPAARSCUH (PCCH+1) /2 B Bk & XL PCC,
il FLHCE S B R [0, 1], PCCAEAE , AN EE 1153 19 40 B A k.

— A GSS WAl 1 B BT REARLE. T GO RIBACER TR E M D) ERRAE . BT LA (AR
Ay ALEE GO RiESZ , BNTMIIREMAHRL. ST M M GSS IR AT .

GO, N GO, |” ) )
- I, GO, [>0, |GO,|>o0,
GO, | X [GO; | | | | | (2)

0, oAt
Hrp GO, M GO, Rl EHE My 1 GO RiEEAR.

A SO ECC i 5 AN 2 T AE I 28 450 A AR 2. ECC E B, B IS A 8 i 4R
FNEE R R AR AL, B AT 2 (B AR EAE R, R T M 1 ECC PR ARWT .

IN. NN, |
mm”NﬂflﬁNﬂfﬂ"NJ>l"NA>1’ (3)

0, HAth
He N, N, 3 FRREAT M FEZBETSE. NON, BREAK: fAlj ALEEES.
HOEY ., FINEARMAILAEEM L, ECC (B m . F/m M 15 AR £ 45 48 AR .

&5, FH

GSS,‘J‘ —

ECC, =

W, =ECC, X (GSS; + PCC;) 5
RS D I OBvaRvi w w1 G
1.2 FHMEEMFIEREZ

FEML AR 2% 2 O dirh, A0 e A EHE 220 T T A g R 1) . SCER (14 JAY 7 3641 11 F 7 20 g
SE AR ARAE 0] . (H WURTEA SCHY PPT R 2% b fifi ] 3k Jr s, BES6 8 A BOFANAATE T 11 Fh 3 40 il
SE L AT — A, OB TR RAIE 10 5 0. SRl BT 22 B RRAE ] s Al 0 I 78 43 I 40 il 67 17 S
A SR COMPARTMENTS #4f > v 4 B3 T8 Fir $2 43 14 Jor A5 0 40 i 2 o7 .

X T8 BT ¢ A 40 M52 57 L, COMPARTMENTS B4 e 3 41 A 5 437 - 25 11 vk L0 424t T &%
L) EAGTE wp, . BAFBE 0T 3 B A0 5 7 SRR JR A T Sk, A R, AN A - R sk
()6 R M AT FE . — i EE P54 Y BRAE 22 AN TR) 0 7 40 B 2 2 . — ol 40 i E A 2 A B 2R OR A Y
AR, WAHMENS L BN, & O & &R A B AR, X N, #5473 — kb B, e EUE I
(0,17, H—A b PR R K

N,,:M (5)

max — min
Horp min Fl max 43590 7R T AT 40 M R A0 53 550 rP 0 due/IME RN B R(EL. AR SORE B F BT @ A I 41 i E Ao
FREAAI I AR Y, = (v vo st sy st ) s HoH 8 L PR I e 2 8, THRE AR
v =Ny X w;» (6)
1.3 EARESYHIERE

B AT R — i A R R R AR RE RE AR E &Y. EREZRE S
SCHENY . PR AR (T A A R T T G AR . TE AR SO TR B A ) AE 4R
HERRAE ) B, DL S b AR A

KEAR MEARASYE BRI N — D —B R Z, = (2 2 az, o 00) s Hif g ROR—Fh IR
MEHEEY. H#EAR B TEAREEY g, Wz, =1, KN z,=o0.

AR SN A B P BN IO 114 S 240 i R A7 AR T ) i B 0T AR G W R ) A S N — A R
1024 MR MR, Uit — R BCREIE. AR A 1 024 4 0 RRAE ) & PF 82, Bl — 4
1 024 X2 4ERYHRRAE 0] & BURS— N B F R R — 4 1 024 X 2 4k AY4FAE 1) &, K Hof A 21 )2 89 FGN
DL ) B R SRR,

Y v e B 5T RE
. MHERRE S Y
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1.4 HFAEE M2

SCHERLTO JHR Y T RR AR P R 2%, e A ELAE AR S8 B R AT S . AR S04y PPT W 46 rp A1 i AR T
T DR RFAE A, phy TR ) F2 30 A S S PN S R BEAT S EL DR X R R S8 L A AR RE T
T MU PR AT IE R R G A5 5 . DT 1 i O i 2 19 Joi 94 9000 1

1.4.1 HEH

T E GV E) BT S o R — AR Wl dE X = (xey sy oeeox, oo, p) s o FOZ2HERE,
FRAEE Q X1 T 0y K o BYHRAE ] 8 A S0 AR R ’l‘
FURFAE s Bl xy s ooy s ooy e 2002 Q B 99 A x— T

Loweeyiyee  FROFRIE I &, JFHFR QLA F AT
ML QU UMIRN Gy = (VI EY) . Hor &A1 4
ol € VI XF R FRFAE 1 & x, . AR 2 R, ﬁn% X
—ZEmE, W ox, MR AR WOR X R 20 I W)

M), g2 — 4k 1)

PPT [ 45 rp (4 B4 5 55 A0 0 B — AR iE Bl A
SCHE 1 024 X 2 4E Y HFAE 7] 5 g AR P2 FGN
WIXEF PPT M5 b (R &, A5 5S8R0k 1 024,
FROEZE LRI 2.

1.4.2 RAEAR A%

AR SR FE AL XF I T v BRFAE I Gor o R B AR AE ) B0 X = Gy oor s e )
W o 5 HE AR R N (o) Z 8] B30 R WAL AT A FRAE 2 (R AF 7R B PE. FGN K o F1 N Co) I (4 A1 56
AN AR AR I, FEXT AN WA A W c M R, c=1.2,,C. FRIEABIEAEIE AT (%)
TE LK

=
=
H .,

B2 ZTEEHRTAAREDE

Fig. 2 Feature vector of node in undirected graph

Af (x) é SgnrOOt(EyNN(.U) [wy (xL:,d yf:,d + Y xE:,d ):I) ’ (7
D0 wy (e a¥a F Yaxho)
E, noolw, (xeoayloo +ynaxl )] =22 | N(o) | ) (8)

Hrh sgnroot(x) =sign()/ (x| + vy No B EELBIE, y R Xd R ARRAE [0 5, x ST 05 o X R B RFAE [7]
e, oxr g8 x (WLE 2), w, IRTR A, AT JE ik 2 () N SBEAREAS A . ¥ PPT W
%FF'E‘JLJE 5 CHE 10 22 () 1) 3% 422 D SRR Gt Bt 8 AR AR S 422 R0 B v . X PR A1 05 o0 B A C A
K/NA FXF BRI S 42 5 P
1.4.3 HEHEE

FHIE B R 0% Gor o s i Bci, B DU 238 T 36 708 J5 1 4B s 808 TH 08 AT (o). RRAE 181 19 2%
B 12 5 ORI A 500 R

Al () A A" (xyysy0)s Yy € N(w, 9
x(/+1> =oc(WF A(/) (x) - x<Fz)>’ (10)
Vi =c(WF . A<1>(x) c ¥ ) (1D

Howre R e To a3 B8, o« ) AL BIE KA, AL (x) € R0 To g AL, (x) Y IH —
b, EX O ~KAD MW T8 IE o, &8 8 M7 7.

FRWEGADT N v RFIE T HABRE . FE A8 o B IR AU F 5, AR AE K]0 45 fig T 47 b
RN . ARSI top-k intimacy.
1.4.4 top-k intimacy

XFE RS S R YT [V SRR TG T AL SGL )RR v Mo, Z
] 552 B BT, AR AR 48 b i i JE Pl A SR . I Pagerank 35.7%  Adamic/ Adar,
Katz 5. Jaccard FE J& — Bl ik 75~ 48 & Z RUMARLEE 19 5 i AR SO LT Jaccard RN B K 25
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FEFERE S, 5 AL v Ml o, ZIAIAY Jaccard REL, B SGL) & LR
IN. AN, |
IN;UN, [’
Hrp N, MUN; 53R R o, Moo, IARTETRES. T v, EXEFETRESGHN D)=
{v; |0, €V\{v,} NSG.j)=0,} s XF SG, 2 ) MNKEINHER . 5 & MER 0, 3T 5 0, I T'(o) UN )
B 1. 4.2 hy N(o)o A k=10, EK/RFFEE P20 T 8 o B9 B3RS FIET 10 4> SE %35 S rh
23] R o BYRRAE 1) A, DA 0 DG B AR
1.5 EEREFERE

B BE R R B WY, SCERCS IR R W1, ) T 25 DR 3 3 B340 mT i 8 1R ) OC H 2 1 5 1) o
AR SOR F R R 2R A B AR AR B B) B 0T O R . H R BILSTM B F 78 7 91 84l Hh 8O R B4y
JIT AR BILSTM A 35 P 2 35 BCHI v 4 18 25 10 J5i Bl I 1] 722 1 1) 2R 3RS 45 390 35 DX Gk e ik 1) £

BiLSTM X 2% 45 A4 B R By P9 A~ 2l 37 ) LSTM 4 B, 5 R 3R 38 5080 43 531 LA T 3 036 05 i AL 81 7 4
LSTM M £& i i A7 R ARSI, i i 1) 2 PR 2 5 2 I & B R AiE ) . PR, BILSTM A5 AU A3 A i (7]
Ao 1) AT SRR T s 2 R A SR 1) B s

2 XWEREHHN

2.1 SEIG#IE

S SR PR B AR A . 4G PPL I ZEE00R 45 . OCHE &R 1 Bk 4 . R IR R BUUR 4 L AN i
MBS . GO HRBREUR A F i A R E A W s 4.

R PPAG AR SC O A TN G B AR 1 BT O TH AR e, BE BRI AR OR R ) PPT M 4% . BioGRID il DIP.
KB 1 BUE S J2 AL MIPS, SGD, DEG Hil SGDP i i e &£ 1y, FiAb #5615 1 285 FhOCHEEE 11 .

FE DR FE R B 4 ok H B E GEOCEB 5. GSE3431). BB EM S T 7 134 NI F BB,
BB BB A 3 A IS R, AR 12 AN aSL SE 20 A8 1 GO TR R
MBS R COMPARTMENT (948 il 18 H $2 LY. 2 A R A 98 J2 )N MIPS, SGD. ALOY fl
CYC2008 Fua e U ey . Ll BiAb B G e & 745 FhEE AR E & 9. B¥E 4 BioGRID Al DIP (1) 1%
M5 BH) TR 1. X T B JE R 3R ah Bl (0 A T, S SO SR P 25 D) 3 3 00 0 B (B4R o L RE TR 3R 58
.

S(i,j) = (12)

£ 1 #EL£ BioGRID 71 DIP g15 B
Table 1 Information of BioGRID and DIP datasets

B B o 50 42 EqEP AR A BSi ¥ {=pi PIAT HE DN 33 M 14 2 1
BioGRID 5 686 104 000 1200 5 320
DIP 4 850 21 592 1146 4 780

2.2 AREHEET]

AT B G AR TP AP AEREAR AT A 0] L, 40 . B35 4R BioGRID HhAE SC B 2R 11 5T O B 2 11 J5 1 4
W2 3. 73 + 1, Bl gl DIP A CHEEE 1 BT OCHE &R (I BT BB 2 Ll 3. 23 + 1. i/ MVEEARAR
A S AR SRR I SCER L 12 4t B e O 125 G2 )N ied 82 o O AN S 2 o () AL

PR A A . B e AT REALTT AL . SRS K SRR A 1 T 20 Yo AR SC B ER Y 20 N AL A A —
EAE R IR . R RE R IIZREE. M FLN 4300 R 7R I 25 46 vh OG5 28 1 5T 9 40 i R A G it
AR BCR. TERRING D, S NIIZRERIECHEE A BUh R M AE A B, AR H 51448
A B BT (M D A — DRSNS, ZES A 2M A HE BT, ] S AE I 255 72
T 235 SR Qi 1] AT AT 2800 OB 2R 1 B 2R AR DG AR 1 B2
2.3 iFMMEELR

X F A2, Wt e AP (average precision) fH Ml AUC(area under curve) {E PPl A< SCHE H
M7 5 HAth 5 v W BE . X BN E 53 51l 2 7R PR (precision-recall) i 26 T J5 1% [ AL AT ROC (receiver
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operating characteristic) B2k F 5 M FL. PR A ROC Bk H R AEA& M BE R B T L5 2 R A.
PR 142 A [FHE (RecalD) 5 B {H (Precision) ) X R K, ROC 1 £k J2& H BH 4 (true postive rate) 5
B BHPE 2 (false postive rate) (&R K. MAh, A SCE M HIIABE AR IFAE B RLPERE , 315202050 51

Predskn1==ii;5?fﬁ5, (13)
Recall==ii;£§%ﬁq, (14)

Hrr, TP, TN,FP Al EN 4350 378 B IR . ECBIE L 5 PR 4B B 1 ) 2 11 B850 d 5 Precision 3R il
DU Ay TE A A A o T A 0000 7 bE 23R, R A AR GT I T 0 K T 1) AT A BE 5 Recall 3678 BT A IE FE A Hh 9 1E #ff
T HE 5 Accuracy 3R IE 8 WU B9 AEASFE T A REAR TR B HLR s Fy_score S B 25 1A 1] 2 1% 8 il
SEXME, Fy score #idET 1, ULIHAEAITE Precision A1 Recall X PI 4848 E I Z5G R M. 78 A4y
2 SR A TG A AR ERE T T, AP . AUC{EAN F, _score bt LAl 48 br 5 5 2.

1 T 7E 80 4 BioGRID F1 DIP | Y2 B s 56 K fil 52 56 45 16 2600, B LUR WAL AE BioGRID 4
£ i ) .
2.4 WNFEHNAEY%EE

A SO TR EE A 2 HE SR 1 5 DI A S o7 B8 08 RN AR 1 B A2 A A v g3 S 4 R — A ) R R AR
Wi, FEA AR A B EE R, SRR B R A A ZE G RRAE ) B PR, B R — A
AX2 AR A, O FGN BRI R HTE RS 5 BioGRID 48 2 70 B H 1 024,512.256,128,
64,32 BRSO 2 L, DT 36 U A, SEIe 25 19 T3k 2.

F2 BWNFLEMNSREYENELE

Table 2 Performance of different dimensions of input features

A AP AUC F, _score Accuracy Recall Precision
1024 0.784 9 0.903 5 0.7559 0.900 7 0.729 2 0.784 8
512 0.778 0 0.898 1 0.728 0 0.885 8 0.7250 0.7311
256 0.753 3 0. 880 0 0.720 2 0. 886 6 0.691 7 0.751 1
128 0.787 4 0.898 8 0.728 7 0.874 3 0.800 0 0.669 0
64 0.767 9 0.887 4 0.716 8 0.870 8 0.775 0 0.666 7
32 0.757 3 0.893 8 0.708 3 0.889 3 0.637 5 0.796 9

R 2 AL, 78 A DA 256 3 m %) 1 024 pyid#dr, BEE A B3N, AP,AUC Ml F,_score {H LA Wt
e, LAl L, SIS RO AT s 7E A N 32 3B 128 pysI v, BEE A AN, AP, F, _score FlI
Recall {Ht AW, {H A=256 B, AP,AUC,F, score il Recall f8fp AU A=128 MYRLF 4. KL A
FE—EJLE N R, R RURICE 2 /(5 B . T 42 FH B0 ACR . (A A I AR 2 R 4, R AR SC
7 P B A= W Bl S A MR R A B, AR SR IR A AR R G s (ELTR] MR S AR R S . X A=128
M A=1 024, 7£ AUC,F,_score fil Accuracy f8%r 1. A=1 024 PJSEE 45 R K F A=128 WL 45
A=1 024 1) AP{Em/NF A=128 19 AP {f; A=1 024 B Recall fH L A=128 /N 0. 0708, A=1 024 [
Precision ff [t A=128 K 0. 115 8. ZE& A WL, A=1 024 WS 45 R 4F. 8 3 Syl AN [A) 4 B 4R 1F 1Y
ROC #1 PR i<k, & 3 Al WL, ARJE A XA ROC F1 PR fh& A % 25, X B8 2 h T8 s~
7] R 31
2.5 PETRANAELESE

FERAIE) FGN oy X FRHAN S o REETENEESE, JFHRE —AEEy, RGNS
vIRZHE y DGR, A v Bt FGN fgsf > B £ 6 015 s RoR . A8 SCR) A 1B 55 % 5 6 15 R
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Fig.3 ROC and PR curves of different dimensions of input features
x3 WEHTRAEAEGHERE
Table 3 Performance of different combinations of neighbors
Yiy AP AUC F,_score Accuracy Recall Precision
50+ 10 0.784 9 0.903 5 0.7559 0.900 7 0.729 2 0.784 8
50 : 0 0.778 9 0.900 3 0.7115 0.856 8 0.837 5 0.618 5
40 3 20 0.746 9 0.891 4 0.708 8 0.866 4 0.770 8 0.656 0
30+ 30 0.752 7 0.880 4 0.569 8 0.864 7 0.425 0 0.864 4
20 : 40 0.769 4 0.891 0 0.639 0 0.877 9 0.512 5 0.848 3
10 : 50 0.7755 0.891 6 0.604 4 0.873 5 0.458 3 0.887 1
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Fig.4 ROC and PR curves of different combinations of neighbors
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Table 4 Results of ablation experiments

SIS TS ik AP AUC F,_score Accuracy Recall Precision
1 56 HEZR 0.7849  0.9035 0.755 9 0.900 7 0.729 2 0.784 8
2 PPI W 45 & JAY 0.7718  0.894 7 0.720 7 0.884 9 0.704 2 0.738 0
3 it 7 R 3R 3K B4 0.7617  0.8914 0.713 3 0.884 9 0.679 2 0.751 2
4 B FGN 2 0.6048  0.777 8 0.622 1 0.855 9 0.562 5 0.695 9
5 i /1> SI7 241 i A5 0 i 0.5789  0.8326 0.436 7 0.487 7 0.941 7 0.284 3
6 B EHREAWEYE  0.7436  0.893 6 0.685 4 0.842 7 0.812 5 0.592 7

M 4 AT, 7S SCHR TR BE 2 ST HE SR (RS2 86 1), 7EBR Recall SN0 T A 1545 L ASBUS T S IF 1Y
ZEW B ARSIES 1 H) Recall {H e f%/F Recall {H (5256 5) /N, {HEZE 1 38 KT 325 5 B Precision {H ,
PIUE S5 1 SR A i, 9250 1 R X RRZE T Hah R sy, 5080 2~6 AR SLg0 4, Jir LAl LUIE B S2 5 1
R TRATER SR AR T DL BRARSEES 2,3 A4S R T AL 8 1, (HASRE DI 45 PPT M5 A . A
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Fig.5 ROC and PR curves of ablation experiments
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A ESEAR &5 F,_score, Recall, Accuracy # Precision. 3U#E 4 BioGRID #1 DIP | i 52 K 45 5
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Table S Experimental results based on complex network methods on BioGRID dataset

ViRrS F, _score Accuracy Recall Precision
A 0.755 9 0.900 7 0.729 2 0.784 8
DC 0.446 7 0.766 4 0.446 7 0.446 7
BC 0.407 5 0.749 9 0.407 5 0.407 5
cC 0.3217 0.713 7 0.3217 0.3217
EC 0.4117 0.751 7 0.4117 0.4117
NC 0.455 8 0.770 3 0.455 8 0.455 8
LAC 0.450 0 0.767 9 0.450 0 0.450 0
WDC 0.466 7 0.774 9 0.466 7 0.466 7
PeC 0.423 3 0.756 6 0.423 3 0.423 3

6 BIEEDIP LETEEMEFENIRER

Table 6 Experimental results based on complex network methods on DIP dataset

VikrS F, _score Accuracy Recall Precision
AL 0.7159 0.873 3 0.673 9 0.763 5
DC 0.408 4 0.720 4 0.408 4 0.408 4
BC 0.361 3 0.698 1 0.361 3 0.361 3
cC 0.377 0 0.705 6 0.377 0 0.377 0
EC 0.377 8 0.706 0 0.377 8 0.377 8
NC 0.452 0 0.741 0 0.452 0 0.452 0
LAC 0.459 0 0.744 3 0.459 0 0.459 0
WDC 0.463 4 0.746 4 0.463 4 0.463 4
PeC 0.445 0 0.737 7 0.445 0 0.445 0
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e e LA 27 > SR B A B 1 TRT 0L ) S0 200 L o7 AR AT 1) L AR B AR S O R e R I 3R
s P i — AR — ) AR N AL DeepEP (Ui F] PP [ 2% F1 3k PR e A B ds . SClik[ 14 107 48
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K] £ 0S40 f o o Bl . (R R GA B 5 AR SOR ] ok A #iiE e GEO (B st 5. GSET645). A SC#%
SCHRL 16 100 77 3Ok W0 200 i o7 B340 2E A7 AL B, SRS AR S ILHE R AL R B DR AN [ 5 3 A A OF
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Table 7 Experimental results based on machine learning methods on BioGRID dataset

Fik AP AUC F,_score Accuracy Recall Precision
A3 0.784 9 0.903 5 0.755 9 0.900 7 0.729 2 0.784 8
DeepEP 0.614 5 0.828 7 0.600 7 0.804 9 0.695 8 0.528 5
SCHk[14] 0. 655 4 0.842 9 0.628 9 0.8330 0.670 8 0.591 9
k(16 0.747 5 0.880 7 0.664 1 0.848 9 0.708 3 0.625 0
AdaBoost 0.455 4 0.779 0 0.524 2 0.714 4 0.745 8 0.404 1
TS 0.350 1 0.695 5 0.507 3 0.762 7 0.579 2 0.451 3
FMZ Bayes 0.327 2 0.667 8 0.4817 0.701 2 0.658 3 0.379 8
#4515 0.466 0 0.788 8 0.540 1 0.723 2 0.770 8 0.415 7
SVM 0.459 5 0.759 7 0.477 0 0. 660 8 0.733 3 0.353 4
[SERT] RN 0.579 4 0.825 3 0.549 6 0.740 8 0.750 0 0.433 7

R8 BEEDIP LETHRFIFENIRER

Table 8 Experimental results based on machine learning methods on DIP dataset

Dk AP AUC F, _score Accuracy Recall Precision
AL 0.776 2 0.902 9 0.727 3 0.873 3 0.713 0 0.742 1
DeepEP 0.543 8 0.737 5 0.5325 0.755 9 0.587 0 0.487 4
SCik[14] 0.578 6 0.783 4 0.542 6 0.789 9 0.526 1 0.560 2
CHk[16] 0.725 4 0.873 2 0.646 2 0.798 1 0.778 3 0.552 5
AdaBoost 0.425 5 0.713 0 0.451 4 0.692 1 0.534 8 0.390 5
e 3 B 0.322 4 0.659 2 0.477 7 0.614 8 0.743 5 0.3519
FhE Bayes 0.383 3 0.689 5 0.525 7 0.762 1 0.556 5 0.498 1
72 4 0] 15 0.477 6 0.792 2 0.569 6 0.719 9 0.782 6 0.447 8
SVM 0.375 5 0.706 8 0.308 1 0.699 3 0.282 6 0.3385
Fifi L 2R AR 0.589 9 0.770 6 0.543 6 0.816 7 0.460 9 0.662 5
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Fig. 6 ROC and PR curves of comparative experiments on BioGRID dataset
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Fig.7 ROC and PR curves of comparative experiments on DIP dataset
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