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Abstract
Drug-target interaction (DTI) is crucial in drug discovery, and utilizing artificial intelligence models
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to predict DTI not only reduces time and costs but also enhances prediction accuracy and precision.
However, the heterogeneity of DTI data and the interpretability of prediction models pose chal-
lenges for researchers. In current research, graph neural networks (GNNs) exhibit significant ad-
vantages in analyzing and processing complex relationships among multiple data sources and en-
hancing interpretability, making them powerful tools in DTI prediction studies. This article pro-
vides a comprehensive review of GNN methods in DTI prediction from three aspects. Firstly, it in-
troduces the current status of DTI prediction research. Secondly, it discusses the latest research
progress of GNNs in drug (target) feature extraction and DTI prediction, and compiles commonly
used public datasets. Finally, it summarizes the challenges in DTI prediction research based on
GNNs and provides prospects for future related studies.
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2oy AR S AR S b A LA FH SR IOR SRR AR I AR i RSk R LRI R . 245
- ¥ AH BAEH (Drug-Target Interaction, DT 1) TN (I 58 2E 254 K b & 2= OC 240, A7 Bh TR kX 2454
YERIMUE . 25901 25 PR [1] . BIVE P PN (2] 450 70 I B AR . B SRAL GE 44 A A 4 S 86 T F Tl DT,
B0 FERT HLEY 57, T80 BUR T 9200 AR &2 24 PE[3]. IRk, 8wt 57 v2:7E DT 15000 5 1 A2 )
T2 RE 4]

DA I DT TR 7 VAR A H T LA 52 ST Wik, al DLE— 25 4 38 FREE I 7 VA [B] R T B
Jiik[6]. TEHETHRAEM ik, A A B R AE B2 R S SR AR H 25 0 SRR () AR VDR IE[ 7] S5 FARAE )
TR DT FU AL R — 4y 2l @ R4 AL AR 2% ) 777k, a0 e 1A & 4L (Support Vector Machine, SVM)F1
BENLARARAE 4y 2588 [8]. Biltun: JETF SVM M T XA R Jay Ak A, 2 5 7R Y A 25 A 32 DR 2 5509 1
SN2 - 25 . BEAR - BERRARUME[9]. JE T BRI TR T AN R R A sk 2 18] B AR (R AH
YEH, Ding 254 th—Fh 2 40 DY IE AL BE B AL 30570 MVGRLP, 383 filt & AN [F) 10 B - 8] FR) ELAME ok
T DTN [10], 7867515 2P AR AR 2 18] B ARBA I 2 22 T R i sl 4 R AR M BT B[ 11] . Ezzat 5544
T Y - AN, R IENAERE L T TR [12] . R, GX4E DT TR 7 522
= b I NE 3 W s AL i p i S DDl [ 0P =y S S Q15

AR, SIS SRS I FIEM S, BB A R A R 29 AR E R, B
AW SEARIN R R AC H, ORI R DT T Ao 5460 X 244 306 56 22 A 2 284 1) A 9 S Ak DA S AN [ 21 2
SEARZ A 2R R IE . flin: Zheng & it 454 K45 111242 (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)M 2% Fi1 4544
122 ] £ (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN)FF 7 | —Ft T DTI Bl (1) /77%4[13]. 5 CNN AHLL, El#
22 2% (Graph Neural Networks, GNN) [14] ] DL 2t B B ERFAE « 45T GNN 78 BR324 o (0 58t %
fE, T GNN Tl DTI (A e s A i S FIRoR A I 2 Hr ORI DG R, [RIIN 2 5 g D) 4% f 4
FAANGE SURFAE . H AT GNN TG DTI AR 2 73 HR R A GNN AN [F) 48 0 [R] JCARIR B 25 2] O ik A 45 &
ISR E TG . S UL R R EEFE T T —L87E DTI FRIAF 7T 0 GNN 73k DL CH 5 4E, BENIE
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BE& GNN £ KA i) 2 LA AT R e, BP0 N D3 B AR FH GNIN X 22 S A ik 2 ) 2 2% 1)
RERRRIATEBL. —28 GNN 1R EA 2 REEEER ), fetd RGBSR EIEELE, A
VIR EERRFAE B T T A AREAE LS 23R B AR AR P2 o X RS RS S S R A 1 RE T LA
P B A A AR RE AT B O R R 1 . 0 PR AR M 4% (Graph Convolutional Net-
work, GCN) [15]. &IV /1M 4% (Graph Attention Network, GAT) [16]4%, 7E DTI FIAT-55 b )32 48 Fl 3 g
P TR RITERE . R 1R TR B AR ML LT GNN [ DT F50 75 72 £ 45 -

Table 1. Summary of DTI prediction methods based on GNN

% 1. &T GNN 89 DTI HUl ;53R B4

i v RS ] (7L
N F GCN iR 54— N, ZH& T DPP 4% ()8 X
GCN-DTI DPP ({451 2 [& DPP 2 |A] [ 1k R
X} DPP MIZSHIFRINGER)  ZALERIN E2e S 3E 45 & o
SGCL-DTI T UK 47 X BERER BAISL A
T EEG-DTI RHE—FEHRWESE BESMEMSIAZINN  REEH BRI
GCN A4 R I DT ik
. I
AMGDTI B 2 AT 450550 SR, ERAK
EpaInAL
SHGCL-DTI W58 DT FES 545 RAOFFE EESRW KA CEER LT
W w2 =) g Rl =8
AZRIMAY SR IR R o
DTI-GAT [ B 2 = 1] 255 P R A A
Vit g S I 244 43 ) IR TCIE AR B AR B 1 ATk
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¥ DPP AUATI s SE  #%K DPP R da$h NN
DTI-MGNN e LTI 3 (5 8 KT H =L R
Al 454 GCN Al GAT 7243 SER 2 AR PR 1
ZHa -~ g Tk kS RE TS & 0
DTI-HETA FUR RS B RIS 2 TR L

455 : GNN——EIME ML, DTI—Z%) - $EAEAEH

FIE AL, DPP——2454) - 4EARxT .
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S Y MEERR I RO, SRJEEEAT DT F . 15 1 #2736 T GNN Tl DTI R84 iR -

2.1. EYRHEMERIE

NSRRI 250, BURR . PORAIEIME ) 2 MR I OC R B E 4 W M UE R, KSR

DOI: 10.12677/hjbm.2024.144060

565

YR


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjbm.2024.144060

JeAR, 5Kk

A GCN

v S . = [ N T T e T

T-@-E
e .
bod o o _
-~ 8O- e
g = !
B e Other — E E E
) i = _ 2 i E
OF L ©:

Figure 1. Flowchart of the GNN-based DTI prediction method. (A) Construction of biological
heterogeneous network; (B) Learning of drug (target) features; (C) DTI prediction
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Figure 2. (A) Four node types represent four types of biological entities; (B) Examples of four different meta-
paths; (C) Networks related to drugs and targets; (D) Biological heterogeneous networks (the red dashed line
indicates the predicted interaction between nodes D and T)

2. (A) DT R KB RMFRBNEYISE; (B) #HIMDMTERITERE; (C) SZHFELARE
XHIMLE; (D) EMFHENFABELRAT A DM T ZEHEEERTUM)

2.2. FHY(ERAR)FFEE S

R AF AP A X 24 A2 GNN 7, GNIN IR A BB R A9 AU B0 AE, AT RO 4R B 15
SR T AR AR o R, 19 i AR AE RS BE 20T 50 B B IR Rk DU AR I 25 o AR AR 2R R
23t GNN 2 ReEa, BRIGYAERIRERE, X MEAE T REENEYMEPRER .
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2.2.1. ETEERMENGE

GCN & GNN i HARRM B, A JOb R H RS ME R, W BI8A T SRR,
PR K0 R 1) JRa B 2 R R 4 SR PR AME R

ST A U T RSB (A EAE FH 3 BB EURFE, S8 5 B TR S A ) A AR R AR S A
—i2, (HEA XA R SR E AT @ B, XTI RR AR U 12 R 2 Fh 2R A (1 AR )
SR Z IR ORI . Uiz R ], Zhao SF[18]#2HH T %8 “GCN-DTI” (2= JHERL, K24 - A Tkt
(DPP)Z M I RBEH FEAE N, M— N FEH K DPP M4 [X 4) ELL DPP. N T ¥ DPP 2 [a]ffI BRI
DTI ZAE, ZAAEH GCN k2] %A DPP [HFE. UL, Peng ZE[19142 H — AN T 4 BB
28 I3 )3 2 ST REZE EEG-DTI T DTI 1, EEG-DTI #2537 7 — /ML GCN KRR DL =) 25 M) A e bR
IRAERFE R R -

Yang S5[20] ¢ Yk 28 DA B 77 2R 5744 I 265 10 B A1 45 R RS SCRFAEEAT XL, B2 1 T — A 210 1)
B X Bl 2 SR SGCL-DTI. %A@ GCN % 3] 3T AR SR 2 1 25 R AR IR RoR, ARG M id
HAHAPIA 22 GCN 223 254 - B A B HF AN 48 FIAE U 4% . Yao ZE[21]4 H T — e B i P
XFEE 2] () DTI FRINAESE SHGCL-DTI, ¥ 1 546 B BIRF LL 27 SIE55 o 20 i ad S e AR I 25 (HGCN)
ARG SCEREALHIT GCN AL JE L A G B AR A Fp 3R BT sURRIE . 7EPR AN RL I 2 (R T BT X T
SESTSS, 800 A S A P o A A UL RN S R B 2 A 2R A L

TETCER AR AR T, B H eI A I R AR IR 200 W iK™ SR U AR [22] . B AR S 44 R 24
FEZME R, (AIFERTA G B DT IINA A, M 24 0 oG % A% AT R 2 21 55 5 1) T 25
Su ZE[23]4EH T — M EZSIMNFRMEHFE RGN GE, oA EIIR e DTI Wl 7% AMGDTI.
AMGDTI {§/ GCN 4 JI1E SN 4% v F IR 2 A1 R S s (5 B R A BE N C B %A e T 1
T H AR BEHERARIEE, ERR Mg SR ZFE OCRMEEMER, X2
AU PR TIUIN 25 SR 1) D

2.2.2. BETEFEEHMENSGZE

GAT @ 51 NVER ML, AR R % RGE M 11 52 IR 0 OC R, FLA o 98 (0 38 B4 AR AE
REJJ. GAT 1E AR 4 I /7 R BLH BRI /7, IXAEAS R IR Fe sl 51 &2 )iz i oeiE, . [l
Y R4V RSB0 [25]. BVERIERH BERE N, SRR R S BN F R R IR,
SPUE B G AL .

SR 2 HH AR TR ARJE T s DT B EPEANE, 1 GCN fEG A FEEXH S AT A 40 /BT s, AEE
HRE T A B VR O AR R AL L [26] . Wang ZE[27]4% L — i X i (O AHESE DTI-GAT T DTI Fil.,
FEREE B B GAT SRk Jyf AN H 1 5UF 259042 BGRR[0 R B 17 R oL mT DA I O &5 2% 34 43 il
ANFIIRLCE,  MTT EH B 5E U AR 2 R E S B oG R Li Z8[28]88 7 — Mg e & i &
PP 2% MHGNN, 288 15 BoOAXOEE 280, fEANEE S, #EH GAT honieh % A A FEiE
X AF B2 (HEbR)RoR -

DAAE A ORI 78 200 1 S A I 2% 1) 0 B AT (S BN e FR (it R4 1) DT S W28 AT e, A 7 ik
ZRBRTE, Li ZE[29]4 H —Fh B R B R M5 J7E IMCHGAN. %%, IMCHGAN KM% R
IT7 Gy IR AL WX 2% T 2 2] 2GR B RIS ERHIE R IR . FEIR)E, FIA GAT k& IR & o 2 1 2
V)(EREERR) B TERFE RN s (R b2, 2D RT3 B 1 2% 2] 07 B AN [ TG B AR T E R R S i B
A ITELERFE T . IMCHGAN 780 % 8 7 DTI M mtE, RAMWHERILE, RS EAm MY
FIEE SRRIE R R o

Jiang S5 [30]42 H — AN M 2 S0k S5 4 I 4% 4 Rl 22 1SS AR AL AN 4R B 40 #5280 DT Tl g 32
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DTIHNC. DTIHNC MU {5 R4 h a2 J A fEdh iR s . T8I GAT Bepli—Pir & JE4h i B AT A 1 2%
H R AERS A

223 ETHEWAZE

¥ GAT 1 GCN g5 & sk il DTI T LAFS 2 R & B PR3, S st At B0 (1 = AE sk 7 Al Fuil
PERE. BETT DA 2R &40 R T S E R, MTUERR A R E P S Ko R, K DTP Z K&
My RIS FEAE N o 2B FIH GCN S B 45 K415 B 1 BB M AN S 5L Sk 1 DL B GAT it = b () R 3%
PR, M3 s B0t 25 RN B (1 RARFAIE R R 1 2% 2] B8 F0, 7 DT TR 25 Hh 3145 B8 v ) T 14 e

N T FRRAEBHE S I AR P 5 1 G 5 B R R, ARG 0T RUE B R B85 R [RAH 465
AUITTHER, S BT BEAS EE Y ) 8 . Shao S5 [31]4 HE —FhJE T S A 1 HAG v iy L 1 ey o o B 2L DTI-
HETA. i GCN RIKE AR IIRA LR R [FIF, KA GAT REHAFLET STER A BB
15 SRS HR O T S TR

Bribz 4b, DAERIHT TSR 2 HE R 7522 ) DPP 4% (4R a5 1, 1 20% T DPP RAF ) ik v i b
SR 5E SURMEMRE G . Li S5[32]42 1 —Fh 2 8 iE B & M 25 DTI-MGNN, N [ 7% S 1E24Y) -
I K ARFAE ) B P B e b £ P A S R RN SURRAE, — D7 T, 3 N BRSZ.0 GAT SR 2 ¥ 1 B FIARAIE ]
T R BRI BEAR A o 55— 7, {8 B LB AERE (1) GCN SR I A B AL E R

2.3.DTI F

HRAE 27 2] B ) 23 AL RS O RFAE [0 &, PR GG R iR T 25 - BEARAR EAE F P . A — AN
DRERY, W] AR FHL#S 52 2 D7 BIR 2 SIS, RS 5 IORHIE el AN, TINZ45 ) - $EARAH
HAEH 4

B TIRFE 2 2] T EAE i G — 0 DTI TN BES AR e MR S Rp AR T 5, AT 42 s POl Fry o4 e 1 A A
PEo . %2528 (Multilayer Perceptron, MLP). 4% ##142 k3 4% (Deep Neural Network, DNN) [33]. %
TR 24 W 4% (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) [13]F1 GCN 2%, HAKTI =, #% DTI-MGNN 7E& /51
S5 17— MLP SRR TN 2459 A 2 95 2 [ 2 AFAE R & B8 GCN-DTI i A1 DNN B B A 1 i B
PSRN DPP (S AR DTIHNC #eit 17—l CNN, K 250818 F 5 AR MRS B 5 W 5+
PP 4 H R A R N AETR FE Rl s #5078 MHGNIN X424 DTP, 4 25438 n FEE AR 2R PR RIS
AR, BB GCN JZH N 45 2R . 53 4h, #5288 SGCL-DTI4 Hi —Fir ik & X EE (contrastive learning)
FOUESS, KR TR RO IR AR B AR — R R MU R N T 22, IR SR B A RIS IR A HETT K
KA RIR 7 22 . FEREAY SGCL-DTI oy, B X b2 2] (SCL) S g 2R AL T~ B M B X bl 2 ) v A FH A0 L
Hir. ANEZAFET, XTH B ARpE R IR e A TINS5 15 2], AN 20t AN [F] 38 a4 B B RE A

Btz 4h, BR DTI-GAT il A 193% 70 % Feik: (Element-wise multiplication) f1#:% SHGCL-DTI 1
A (17 25 e 5 (Distance Multiplication, DistMult) [341#@ AR B Rk i) ¢ RTINS AL . Bk, A5
DTI-GAT KMt GAT ZAERINZY) - BEFMRASAE NN, REHA T R EE TR TR RE, &G
L — R R 25 AN sigmoid 0 B EUT A — MR 0 H. B SHGCL-DTI MH] DistMult Jy ik B
SR e\ RS A ()30, Horh B DTI P42 DT FI0 45 5 . I 44%0 5% %h 4= (Inductive Matrix Com-
pletion, IMC) & T B 70 g AR o 36 b K SR AN G 2R LS B 40 22 1) e 5 () o, SRR SR 2 B] 1)
T KK . IMCHGAN 2 2] ZIFEAZG W) FIREAR B RN S 458 FH VA 9056 B R 42 (IMC) [35] 149 75 32 T 245 ) b
KEKAFI) -

3. RFHBEE
2 5 AR AH LA F S X TR A I PP AL A AR A A B OGS, AN TR ) DT F 75 92 ol R 22 1)
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FAR AR A AT o AKX DT SR 78 i F 200 = Sl B SR (5 T 2248, Hodis S i 2k
AAF B 2 fior.

Luo $¥E4E[36]: A VIRRR KN (2% EAF. BRAMEER)A)\F SR MM EER, Hiha
B NP A BAE RSS20 - Za M EAE . 2590 - |ORAH AR . 299 - BOWAHEAER . 259
- AERAM EAE R . SO - B A ELAE FRTER 0T - A LA ) R0 AN R AL X 28 (2 W4k 2 4
FAARABLA: 9 £ R R 5 FE B AR B R 2% ), 364 12,015 15 55 F1 894,854 45101

Zheng AHRAE[37]: HHR4EH 1094 Fh 2441 1556 FiiEEE (2 (A4 11819 FhSLIGIGUE A EAER . bR
ZyPRNEEER AL, EIRAE IR RAE R EURIE . (LR 25 RIE R AN SR R A

Yamanishi #4582 [38] 6 & WU AT H4E 4. BH(E). & FIE(IC). G & H BB 214 (GPCR) % %
R(NR)o BT HAREA ST =AML 259 - 290G FI LI PR 28 . S 55— $E 5 A UL I 28 AT DT Y
.

Table 2. Statistics of the dataset
2. BIENST

(a) Luo HfFdk
AR HE prik =it BE
251 708 259 - ZyAR EAE 10,036
AR 1512 259 - REARAH ELAE 1923
PRI 5603 BEAR - BEARAH ELAE 7363
RI1E 4192 21 - PR RIKK R 199,214
2 - R RIBRR & 80,164
FUAR - W RIRK 2R 159,6745
2 - ZiMARAME R R 501,264
AR - BERRARMAESC R 2,286,144
(b) Zheng HriEsE
AR HE priE =it BE
244 1094 21 - 254 1,196,836
HHE 1556 2y - AR 11,819
{251 881 21 - WE LS5 133,880
RI1EH 4063 254 - RIFEH 122,792
HUARHE 738 2ty - IR 20,798
(Gene fﬁtjz ﬁﬁz‘fo term) 4098 E )R - GO term 35,980
HAM - EAR 2,421,136
(c) Yamanishi #iE4
AR HE priE =it BE
e pos 2540 - MR 2025
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BT o 210 2540 - REARAILAE 1476

G HEI BB e 228 2540 - REARAR LA 635
Bk e o 2540 - REARARTLAE %

4. FHR5 R4
41, P

H#l, GNN SN DTI FifAa 4 T, KR4 GNN £ DTI Fiil a7 R tkfe, (X
FIHInE Pk TR ENME, RUEEEEAS T2 MERNEMELR, mYEsii.
HEFPTFAEE . KB AR R RAA ERE R TE UE S FEEILZ5Y) - BEbRAH B FH A A
A AR AR, TR R . BB AR RN G A R 2 . X SN T T R PRI TR
D2 B R e AN Y B R AR . 4, B R E A A B SRR A R RN DTI A%, %18 DTI
BeEib, K5 DTIHEENMMNKE, SEEGEEBIIEFFEARNPFERBL. Rk, WEEENTH
H A2 — AR R A LE IR

AR R, R BE ) GNN BALE DTI BT S5 R B — 2 IR, (ERAIE 2
FEARRSFIH RGP A REFEEEE, TOETEA IR AN L 146 55 8 A E SURFIE R R
. 75 DTI W FE s, FELGEF RN RN, FHEER SR, BiRma k. EE4E1E5%
B DA S5 004G 2 7 TR ) R, DL A ORI B AT AR (1) DT F500

4.2. RFERE

N T RPER PR, E oG, RS T 2 I SRR R EORYT R S MR A, R 2 1) 25 AN
BURRAH I 7 H R 28 ] A AN — 2D IR, AR I 2 58 . I SEANTR] (1 574 X 288 K 3R (1R ' 13
FE, DA SRR A 5] 2 AN EE bR 2 8] 5K 2R 1D RE

Fok, 5 BT AN ARG AH ) GNN RERY . X Bepbi RN 17 B ROF A AR SRR R, Rl
RE 5 78 70 AR B A 28 v B SR AN SR AN SCRFIE . AT RE AR 7 REIESIANZ R IRIEE P it
SRR GRS . B I i, A BENE S M AN [RI SR A SR R AR 28 457

ARA, WEFEN U IR AR o] R Ve B, Bevh B S AAT AR A AR T DI
73 T AT DA S A DR A M AR AN R 2R AR WA ELAE R BRAR S — D T RT DUGE I BB 25 i #E
RN 250 HE N M AR IR IR ERE AT R TR ST DL 4 /328 23 TR R S 3 36 E 00 B DT

4.3. B4

BEE IR GNN BT 7T H 2R N, GNN SR B AE S SRATR] F 2590 A0 1 i 2 8] (R 56 & A L
(K7, GNN ] LUK 25 WA E B 2 1] (S5 R R 28 DHRE X 0N 20 AR MR REAT S8, A ol vl Ao (1 0 A
FIARAL . X RN BT MOT R AR B IR A BT FURIE o FESS M RFALERTT T, GNN 7T LI &2
SRR 9 S K P % v S R SR B s AN o e 2 5049 Z TR LA P ANME B A%3d, GNIN DL R
BCZGIANER FBRI GSAMIRFAE s K52 2 B RRFE A0 4\ B8 E B0 ARG a5 th 2t 4T DT B, W] DA B 2R
ZPAEEAR SR A AR ELAE AL, Dy DT R H] sp R A vl Rt g it 1 o 0 S HF
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