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Abstract—Understanding disease similarity is critical for ad-
vancing diagnostics, drug discovery, and personalized treatment
strategies. We present PhenoGnet, a novel graph-based con-
trastive learning framework designed to predict disease similarity
by integrating gene functional interaction networks with the
Human Phenotype Ontology (HPO). PhenoGnet comprises two
key components: an intra-view model that separately encodes
gene and phenotype graphs using Graph Convolutional Net-
works (GCNs) and Graph Attention Networks (GATs), and a
cross-view model—implemented as a shared-weight multilayer
perceptron (MLP)—that aligns gene and phenotype embeddings
through contrastive learning. The model is trained using known
gene—phenotype associations as positive pairs and randomly sam-
pled unrelated pairs as negatives. Diseases are represented by the
mean embeddings of their associated genes and/or phenotypes,
and pairwise similarity is computed via cosine similarity. Evalua-
tion on a curated benchmark of 1,100 similar and 866 dissimilar
disease pairs demonstrates strong performance, with gene-based
embeddings achieving an AUCPR of 0.9012 and AUROC of
0.8764, outperforming existing state-of-the-art methods. Notably,
PhenoGnet captures latent biological relationships beyond direct
overlap, offering a scalable and interpretable solution for disease
similarity prediction. These results underscore its potential for
enabling downstream applications in rare disease research and
precision medicine.

Index Terms—GNN, Contrastive Learning,
Biomedical Informatics

Phenotyping,

I. INTRODUCTION

Our knowledge of Human diseases has evolved over the
years, yet the molecular basis, phenotypic traits, and thera-
peutic targets of most diseases remain unclear. An increasing
number of studies have observed that similar diseases often
have related molecular causes, can be diagnosed by similar
markers or phenotypes (set of observable traits that may
be used to characterize a disease), or can be treated by
similar drugs [1]. Therefore, understanding similarity between
diseases is a critical task in biomedical research, offering
insights into shared pathological mechanisms and enabling
advancements in disease diagnosis [2], drug discovery and
repurposing [3], and treatment planning [4].

Current computational methods for assessing disease sim-
ilarity can be categorized into three classes: (i) Molecule-
based approaches, which leverage disease-associated molec-
ular entities such as genes and proteins [5], (ii) Semantic-
based approaches, which use the hierarchical structure and
term relationships in disease ontologies [6], [7], [8], (iii)
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Phenotype-based approaches, which utilize clinical phenotypic
profiles and their qualitative associations with diseases [9],
[10]. While each of these approaches offers unique insights,
they typically operate in isolation and therefore fail to capture
complementary information from the others. For example,
most molecule-based methods represent diseases solely at the
genetic level, without taking into account both the semantic
context provided by ontological hierarchies and the clinical
relevance of phenotypic associations.

We introduce PhenoGnet, a deep learning framework that
learns and refines latent semantic representations from onto-
logical hierarchies and molecular level biological networks
to support downstream tasks such as disease similarity es-
timation with a focus on rare diseases. Specifically, in this
work, PhenoGnet utilizes graph neural networks to jointly
integrate a gene functional interaction network and the Hu-
man Phenotype Ontology (HPO) [11] for accurate prediction
of disease similarity. We first create 2 bio-entity networks
including a functional gene interaction network, the HPO,
and 3 association networks including gene-disease, HPO-
disease and gene-HPO. Then we integrate them into a graph
collaborative framework where the gene interaction network
and the HPO graph are modeled as graph neural networks.
Then we project the graph nodes into a common embedding
space where contrastive learning is applied to maximize the
embedding similarity between genes and HPO terms with
known associations. The updated embeddings of the gene and
HPO terms are used to predict disease similarity, where the
diseases are represented as the average embeddings of their
associated genes or HPO terms, and similarity was measured
using cosine similarity between two disease representations.
To fine-tune and validate this approach, we used 1,100 curated
pairs of similar rare diseases and 866 randomly selected
dissimilar pairs, with known gene and HPO associations. We
found that this approach captures implicit disease informa-
tion from known gene-phenotype associations, even without
explicit representation in the model or training data.

II. RELATED WORK

Graph Neural Networks (GNN5), as a specialized branch of
deep learning designed for graph data, have demonstrated sig-
nificant success, and are particularly well-suited for biomedical
informatics. With the rapid growth of biological network data,
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GNNs have shown strong performance in tasks such as disease
association prediction, medical image segmentation, and the
identification of disease-gene relationships [12]. However, the
effectiveness of GNNs often relies on the availability of task
centric labeled data, which can be scarce in some biomed-
ical domains. To address this limitation, Graph Contrastive
Learning (GCL) has emerged as a powerful approach for unsu-
pervised or semi-supervised graph representation learning by
allowing to learn discriminative embeddings without requiring
extensive labels [13].

Building on this, multi-view graph contrastive learning
methods have been developed to further mitigate data sparsity
and learn representations from multiple graphs by projecting
them into a common latent space [14]. Particularly in bi-
ological association prediction scenarios, integrating diverse
networks of graph data can enhance model robustness and
generalization [15]. Recent studies have demonstrated the
utility of multi-view graph contrastive learning for disease
similarity prediction. For instance, CoGO [16] integrates Gene
Ontology (GO) and gene interaction networks to generate
disease representation embeddings to measure similarity. Dis-
MVC [17] combines gene interaction networks with miRNA
similarity networks to improve similarity prediction. These
approaches highlight the potential of leveraging multiple bi-
ological networks through contrastive objectives to capture
implicit structural and semantic information.

III. METHODOLOGY
A. Data

To capture the complex relationships between diseases,
genes, and phenotypes, we construct five distinct association
networks and integrate them into a unified graph-based col-
laborative framework.

The Human Phenotype Ontology (HPO) provides a stan-
dardized vocabulary of phenotype terms used to describe
disease characteristics. The HPO graph (GP) is modeled as
a directed acyclic graph (DAG) that captures hierarchical
relationships among phenotype terms.

The gene interaction network (GY), sourced from Human-
Net [18], is an undirected, weighted graph representing func-
tional associations between genes. The edge weights reflect
the statistical likelihood of gene-gene interactions.

Gene-phenotype and disease-phenotype associations were
obtained from the HPO database, while disease-gene associ-
ations were derived from DisGeNET [19]. All three of these
association networks are represented as undirected adjacency
graphs. Table I summarizes key statistics of the constructed
graphs.

For training and evaluation, we use a curated benchmark
dataset developed in prior studies on disease similarity [17],
[20], [21], [8]. It includes 1,100 rare disease pairs labeled as
similar and 866 randomly selected dissimilar pairs, all with
known gene and HPO associations. These are used for both
fine-tuning and validation of our model.

The dataset is partitioned into training and validation sets
as follows:
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TABLE I: Graphs
Graph | Description No. of nodes No. of edges
Human phenotype .
i3

G ontology(HPO) 19034 HPO terms 46784

G9 Gene interactions network 18459 genes 977495

GI9P Gene-phenotype associations 18459 genes, 19034 HPO terms 848284

G Discase-phenotype 30170 diseases, 19034 HPO terms | 171013

associations
G Disease-gene associations 30170 diseases, 18459 genes 807292

B. Natural Language Processing of Term Descriptions

To enhance the graph-based representation of the HPO, we
construct a vector library EP € R™*™_ where each row
corresponds to an HPO term and m = 768 denotes the
embedding dimensionality. We generate these embeddings by
encoding the textual descriptions of HPO terms (version 2025-
01-16) using the Sentence-BERT framework [22], which maps
text into continuous-valued vectors. Specifically, we employ
the pre-trained all-mpnet-base-v2 model [23], accessed via
Hugging Face at https://huggingface.co/sentence-transformers/
all-mpnet-base-v2, without additional fine-tuning.

C. Intra-view and Cross-view models

1) Network Construction: For the HPO network GP, we
construct a directed graph with unit-weight edges. We augment
the graph using the true-path rule [24], connecting each term
to all of its ancestor terms. This network is represented by the
adjacency matrix AP € R"P*"P_ where np = 19034 is the
number of terms in GP.

For the HumanNet gene functional interactions network G9,
we build an undirected graph in which the edge weight w; ;
between genes g; and g; is defined as:

M )

Wi = lmax - Zmin

Here, [; ; denotes the log-likelihood similarity from Human-
Net, and l,;, and [,,.x are the minimum and maximum
log-likelihood similarities across all gene pairs. We represent
this network by the adjacency matrix A9 € R™s*"s, where
ng = 18459 is the number of genes in GY.

2) Intra-view Model: Following previous work [17], [25],
we model the gene interaction network GY with a graph
convolutional network (GCN) that learns node embeddings
from both graph structure and node features. At the (k+ 1)-th
layer, the gene feature matrix f9*+1 is given by:

1 . 1
f9+H = 5(D"2 AYD 2 f9F WF) 3)

where A9 = A9+ 19 is the adjacency matrix of G¥ with self-
loops, and A9 € R!8459x18.459 contains the weight scores
from (2). Here, D is the diagonal degree matrix with entries



Dy = Y72, AY,, W¥ is the learnable weight matrix at layer
k, and o denotes the LeakyReLU activation function. We
initialize £9°° as a one-hot encoding. After message-passing
updates, the final matrix F contains the latent representations
of all genes in GY.

Similarly, we model the HPO network G? as a graph atten-
tion network (GAT) that aggregates neighborhood information
via attention coefficients [17]. At the (k + 1)-th layer, we
compute the unnormalized coefficient between nodes ¢ and j
as:

ei; = o(a (WHEPF || WEEDR)) 4)

where a is a learnable attention vector, W is the layer-
specific weight matrix, o is LeakyReLU, and f7* i F are
the embeddings of HPO terms p; and p;. We normahze these
via softmax:
exp(e;;)

ZzeNi exp(eiz)
with A; the first-order neighbors of p;. The updated embed-
ding for node p; then is

4 = o( Y a0 WHEPH) ©)
JEN;

where the LeakyReLU activation o follows the attention-
weighted sum. This mechanism allows GP to dynamically
emphasize the most informative HPO term interactions during
feature propagation. We set the initial feature matrix to con-
tain the contain HPO sentence embeddings, f?:* = EP.After
updates, the final matrix F¥ contains the latent representations
of all phenotypes in GP.

3) Cross-view model: To align the gene and phenotype
embeddings from our intra-view models, we apply a weight-
sharing nonlinear projection into a common latent space.
Specifically, we pass the GAT and GCN embeddings through a
single-hidden-layer multilayer perceptron (MLP) with shared
weights. This projection is designed to extract joint features
from gene—phenotype associations and to maximize agreement
between genes and their corresponding ontology concepts.

We then train both graph models jointly using a cross-view
contrastive loss function [26]:

LY = BLY +

®)
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where LY and LP represent the losses for the gene view and
the phenotype view, respectively, and S € [0, 1] balances their
contributions.

Following prior work [17], each view-specific loss is com-
puted as a normalized temperature-scaled cross-entropy over
positive and negative pairs:
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is the cosine similarity; ff € R? and f} € R? are the
projected feature vectors for the ¢-th gene and the j-th HPO
term, respectively; I; ; = 1 if gene 7 and phenotype j are
connected in the bipartite graph G9 (and O otherwise); 7 is a
temperature parameter controlling distribution sharpness; and
ng, np are the numbers of genes and phenotypes.

During training, gene and HPO embeddings are continu-
ously updated where positive pairs are pulled closer together
in the latent space while negatives are pushed further from
each other. Each true gene—phenotype pairing constitutes a
positive example, while all other pairings serve as negatives.
We optimize the total cross-view loss LV using the RMSProp
algorithm with an adaptive learning rate. At the end of training,
the updated gene and HPO embeddings are preserved for the
downstream task.

D. Disease pair similarity evaluation

To evaluate pairwise disease similarity, we follow prior work
and applied an average-pooling strategy to derive a single
feature vector per disease. For each disease d., let G, denote
its associated genes (from G and P, denote its associated
HPO terms (from G%). We then computed the gene-based and
phenotype-based disease embeddings as

— 97 10
Ii. =g %G; f; (10)
fi. = HP PE (11

jeP,

where f/ € F¢ and fi e FP are the learned feature
representations for gene ¢ and phenotype term j, respectively.
Additionally we concatenate these two views into a combined
disease embedding,

)13, (12)

in which the scalar vy € [0, 1] governs the relative weighting of
the gene-based vector f f,i (Eq. 10) versus the phenotype-based
vector f7 (Eq. 11).

Finally, for any two diseases d; and d;, we compute their
similarity as the cosine of the angle between their combined
embeddings:

fa. = concat(’yfgz, (1

fa: 1,
W fa V1 fa, 1l

E. Hyper-parameter optimization

sim(d;, d;) = (13)

We utilize Optuna [27], a Python-based framework for
automated hyperparameter optimization, to determine the op-
timal values for several key hyperparameters, including the
contrastive-loss weight g, the gene—phenotype mixing coeffi-
cient vy, the temperature parameter 7, the learning rate, and
the number of training epochs for the RMSProp optimizer. To
ensure robustness, we adopt a 5-fold cross-validation strategy
on the training dataset Dy,. For each fold, the model was
trained on 80% of the disease pairs and validated on the
remaining 20%. A total of 30 Optuna trials were executed,
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Fig. 1: Overview of PhenoGnet:The intra-view model uses a
GCN and a GAT for encoding gene and HPO terms respec-
tively. Both networks have two graph layers (convolution or
attention) and a leaky-ReL.U activation. Genes and HPO terms
are initially represented by one-hot encoding vectors which are
transformed into a 32-dimensional embedding space after ap-
plication of the GCN and GAT layers, respectively. The cross-
view model is a shared-weight multilayer perceptron (MLP)
model that aligns the gene and HPO latent spaces by projecting
their respective embeddings into a shared latent space. Then,
PhenoGnet is trained through contrastive-loss minimization,
which maximizes the embedding similarity between genes
and HPO terms with known associations. Finally, the trained
HPO and gene embeddings are preserved to derive the disease
representation vectors for the downstream task.

with each trial corresponding to a unique combination of
hyperparameters sampled via the Tree-structured Parzen Es-
timator (TPE) algorithm. Model performance in each trial
is evaluated using AUROC and AUPRC metrics, and the
final objective combined both via a harmonic mean to reflect
balanced classification performance. The best hyperparameter
configuration is selected based on the trial that maximized this
combined metric across all folds.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Disease similarity prediction

We used three types of disease representation embeddings
to calculate disease similarity on Dygjidaion: gene-based em-
beddings (fj ), phenotype-based embeddings (f_ ), and their
combination (f,_). Furthermore, to measure the effectiveness
of these embeddings, we compare the performance with a
replication of CoGO [16], an existing state-of-the-art (SOTA)
method for measuring disease similarity. Table II shows a
summary of the validation results.

In terms of AUROC (Area Under the Receiver Oper-
ating Characteristic curve) and AUPRC (Area Under the
Precision-Recall Curve), our framework closely matches the
performance of CoGO (Fig. 2). The gene-based embeddings
achieve the highest AUPRC (0.9012) and AUROC (0.8764),
outperforming both the combined (AUPRC = 0.8855, AUROC
= 0.8678) and HPO-based embeddings (AUPRC = (.7668,
AUROC = 0.7383), as well as CoGO (AUPRC = 0.8928,
AUROC = 0.8594). The F1 score is also highest for gene-based
embeddings (0.8254), followed by the combined embeddings
(0.8229) and CoGO (0.7983), indicating a well balanced
performance.

Interestingly, while HPO-based embeddings achieve the
highest sensitivity (0.9393), they show the lowest specificity
(0.3353), indicating a trade-off between detecting true pos-
itives and avoiding false positives. In contrast, gene-based
embeddings provide a more balanced sensitivity (0.8843)
and specificity (0.6633), leading to a more robust overall
performance. These results suggest that gene-based features
contribute the most discriminative power in our similarity
measurement framework, while HPO-based features capture
broader phenotype-level associations.

TABLE II: Validation results table

Method ‘ AUPRC AUROC F1 score Sensitivity  Specificity
Gene based embeddings 0.9012 0.8764 0.8254 0.8843 0.6633
Combined embeddings 0.8855 0.8678 0.8229 09112 0.6047
HPO based embeddings 0.7668 0.7383 0.7670 0.9393 0.3353

CoGO 0.8928 0.8594 0.7983 0.9247 0.4890

B. Similarity scores distribution

We plotted the the distribution of similarity scores predicted
on disease pairs using all three types of disease representa-
tions(Fig. 3). Similar (Positive) disease pairs achieve a signifi-
cantly higher similarity scores across all three representations.
One possible reasoning for high similarity score among similar
disease pairs could be the direct overlap of associated gene
and HPO terms between two diseases. Therefore, to assess
direct overlap, we examined the top 100 most similar disease
pairs and found that, on average, only 11.41% of genes and
7.19% of HPO terms were shared among disease representa-
tions, suggesting that our model captures relationships beyond
explicit term sharing. We then removed all overlapping gene
and HPO terms, and compared the distribution of maximum
similarity scores for these 100 pairs against 100 randomly
selected disease pairs; the mean maximum score for the top
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Fig. 2: Precision-recall curves and ROC-curves for types of
disease embeddings and previous SOTA method.

100 remained significantly higher than that of the random
set (Fig. 4). Together, these findings indicate that PhenoGnet
infers latent gene—phenotype associations even in the absence
of direct overlap.

C. Future work

We plan to extend our framework to incorporate diverse
biomedical knowledge sources, including protein-protein in-
teraction networks, gene expression networks, and additional
biological ontologies. This integration aims to enhance the
biological contextualization of embeddings and support more
detailed disease similarity assessments. Furthermore, to im-
prove our model’s understanding of complex graph structures,
we aim to analyze bottleneck effects in the phenotype and gene
networks. Techniques such as shortest path-based attention
mechanisms or structural bottleneck scoring will be explored
to identify critical nodes and edges that contribute most to
disease similarity. We also plan to apply our framework to
large-scale biobank datasets (e.g., UK Biobank) to identify
representative and potentially novel phenotype sets associated
with complex diseases. Case studies will be conducted to
validate the biological and clinical relevance of these latent
phenotype associations.

Normalized Similarity Score

Normalized Similarity Score

e I
® o

o o
> o

°
N

0.0 ©° o

4
°

Positive Pairs

(b) Combined embeddings

Positive Pairs Negative Pairs Negative Pairs

(a) Gene embeddings

1.0

o o o
IS EY w

Normalized Similarity Score
°
N
o

© 0 ® 000 x|

14
°

Positive Pairs Negative Pairs

(c) HPO embeddings

Fig. 3: Distribution of similarity scores on similar and dissim-
ilar pairs.
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Fig. 4: Distribution of maximum similarity scores for top 100
similar pairs against 100 randomly selected disease pairs.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduced PhenoGnet, a graph-based
contrastive learning framework designed to measure disease
similarity by integrating gene interaction networks and the
HPO. By leveraging intra-view GCN and GAT encoders and
aligning gene and phenotype embeddings through a cross-view
contrastive learning technique, our model effectively captures
both explicit and implicit biological associations.

Experimental results demonstrate that PhenoGnet not only
achieves performance comparable to, and in some cases ex-
ceeding, the current state-of-the-art methods, but also reveals
disease relationships that extend beyond direct gene or phe-
notype overlaps. This suggests that PhenoGnet is capable
of learning latent biological patterns and embedding detailed
disease characteristics.



Our findings highlights the value of joint gene—phenotype
modeling in supporting scalable and interpretable disease
similarity analysis. As a result, PhenoGnet holds promise
for advancing rare disease research, disease diagnosis, and
precision medicine applications.
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