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ABSTRACT

Motivation: Accurate prediction of protein function is essential for elucidating molecular
mechanisms and advancing biological and therapeutic discovery. Yet experimental annotation
lags far behind the rapid growth of protein sequence data. Computational approaches address this
gap by associating proteins with Gene Ontology (GO) terms, which encode functional knowledge
through hierarchical relations and textual definitions. However, existing models often emphasize one
modality over the other, limiting their ability to generalize, particularly to unseen or newly introduced
GO terms that frequently arise as the ontology evolves, and making the previously trained models
outdated.
Results: We present STAR-GO, a Transformer-based framework that jointly models the semantic and
structural characteristics of GO terms to enhance zero-shot protein function prediction. STAR-GO
integrates textual definitions with ontology graph structure to learn unified GO representations, which
are processed in hierarchical order to propagate information from general to specific terms. These
representations are then aligned with protein sequence embeddings to capture sequence–function
relationships. STAR-GO achieves state-of-the-art performance and superior zero-shot generalization,
demonstrating the utility of integrating semantics and structure for robust and adaptable protein
function prediction.
Availability: Code and pre-trained models are available at https://github.com/
boun-tabi-lifelu/stargo.

Keywords protein function prediction, gene ontology, zero-shot learning, transformers, knowledge integration, semantic
embeddings, hierarchical learning

1 Introduction

Proteins are essential macromolecules that perform diverse cellular functions, including catalyzing biochemical
reactions, transmitting signals, and providing structural support. Understanding protein function, which is fundamental
to biological research and therapeutic development, is a resource-intensive and time-consuming process. An extensive
protein database, UniProt, contains over 190 million sequences of which only less than 1% have experimentally
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determined functional annotations [22]. Consequently, computational function prediction methods have become crucial
for addressing this functional annotation gap.

The annotations of protein functions are standardized through Gene Ontology (GO) [8, 9], a hierarchical classification
scheme of three domains: molecular function (MF), biological process (BP), and cellular component (CC). GO contains
a variety of information through its graph structure (e.g., ancestor-descendant relationships, part-of relationships, and
regulation relationships), logical axioms, and textual descriptions (class labels and definitions). The rich GO structure
presents both opportunities and challenges for computational approaches.

Protein function prediction is commonly posed as multi-label classification over the GO terms. While early studies
transferred annotations from homologous proteins [1], recent methods design deep function prediction models, integrat-
ing protein sequences [11, 3, 21], structures [10], their interactions [26], and literature [25]. Despite their versatility,
most deep protein function prediction models treat GO terms as independent labels, neglecting their directed acyclic
graph (DAG) nature, which is characterized by rich axioms and curated term descriptions. However, these hierarchical
and semantic features can be used to relate GO terms with proteins, thereby improving the generalization capability to
novel functions, particularly in zero-shot prediction, where the goal is to infer functions linked to GO terms unseen
during training or newly introduced in future ontology releases. Therefore, recent studies propose embedding methods
that map ontology entities into continuous vector spaces, preserving their structure and relationships to incorporate GO
characteristics into the learning problem.

General-purpose ontology embedding techniques such as OWL2Vec and EL Embeddings have been proposed and
applied to GO. OWL2Vec integrates graph topology via random walks while combining logical axioms and lexical
information [4], whereas EL Embeddings [13] represent ontological relations geometrically in a continuous space. In
addition, GO-specific ontology embedding techniques have also been introduced. anc2Vec [5] is a GO-specific ontology
embedding technique, where the ontological uniqueness, ancestor hierarchy, and sub-ontology memberships are
embedded via an autoencoder setting. GT2Vec [27] also employs an autoencoder to generate semantic GO embeddings
by fine-tuning BioBERT [15] while preserving graph structure.

In line with advances in GO embedding techniques, protein function prediction models that incorporate GO embeddings
into their architectures have also been recently proposed. DeepGOZero [12] and its successor DeepGO-SE [14] employ
EL Embeddings, representing GO terms as geometric objects (n-dimensional balls) constrained by logical axioms. This
formulation encodes the ontology’s formal relationships, enabling zero-shot prediction for unseen GO terms. DeepGO-
SE further introduces approximate semantic entailment by ensembling models built on pretrained protein language
models [20], yet its representations remain fundamentally axiom-based. PFresGO [17] instead employs anc2vec [5]
embeddings and integrates them with protein representations via cross-attention. While it captures hierarchical and
membership relations, anc2Vec encodes GO terms as one-hot vectors, which limits its zero-shot capability. Although
these studies benefit from incorporating ontological structure into protein function prediction, their GO embedding
techniques either prioritize graph structure at the expense of the semantics of term descriptions or capture semantic
content but fail to integrate the ontology’s hierarchy.

This study introduces STAR-GO, a Transformer-based framework that jointly embeds the structural and semantic
characteristics of GO terms to enhance zero-shot protein function prediction. STAR-GO integrates hierarchical relations
and textual definitions of GO terms, aligning ontology-informed embeddings with protein sequence representations
to enable prediction of unseen functions. The framework has two main contributions: (i) GO term embeddings
derived from a language model are refined via a structure-recovering autoencoder trained with multi-task supervision,
preserving both semantic similarity and hierarchical dependencies for zero-shot inference without retraining; (ii) these
enriched embeddings are incorporated into an encoder–decoder transformer, where GO terms are decoded in topological
order using causal self-attention and linked to protein embeddings through cross-attention. The hierarchical decoding
mechanism propagates information from general ancestors to specific child terms, capturing functional dependencies
across levels. Evaluations under standard and zero-shot settings show that STAR-GO is competitive with state-of-the-art
methods and demonstrates superior zero-shot generalization.

2 Methods

2.1 Dataset

We train and evaluate STAR-GO on a dataset curated from DeepFRI [10], which is commonly used in the protein
function prediction literature. The dataset comprises 36, 641 protein sequences with coverage of 2, 752 GO terms,
including the following subontology terms: 489 Molecular Function, 1, 943 Biological Process, and 320 Cellular
Component, where each GO term is linked to at least 50 non-redundant Protein Data Bank (PDB) chains. The dataset is
split into training (80%; 29,902 sequences), validation (10%; 3,323 sequences), and test (10%; 3,416 sequences) sets
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Figure 1: Overview of the proposed STAR-GO architecture. The GO embedding module derives sentence-level
representations of term descriptions (e.g., using SBERT-BioBERT) and projects them into a latent space that reflects the
ontology’s hierarchical structure. GO embeddings are hierarchically ordered, allowing the decoder to attend to ancestor
terms and model dependencies across ontology levels.

(see Supplementary Materials Table 1 for details). The test set consists only of proteins with at least one experimentally
validated functional annotation in each of the three GO categories, with protein chain lengths limited to 1,000 residues.
To ensure non-redundancy between the training and test sets, cd-hit [16] was applied using 95% sequence identity
threshold.

For zero-shot evaluation, we follow DeepGOZero’s protocol [12], using the same similarity-based split of the
UniProt/Swiss-Prot Knowledgebase (version 2021_04, on September 29, 2021; see Supplementary Table 2).We
hold out the same 16 GO terms as DeepGOZero (5 MF, 7 BP, 4 CC), which are selected from classes with > 100
annotations. We remove all protein-class associations for these terms from the training set before applying the true path
rule, which propagates annotations of GO terms to their ancestors, ensuring hierarchical consistency. We use the basic
version of GO with the true path rule applied for training and evaluations, specifically the June 2020 release3 in the
standard setting and the November 2021 release4 in the zero-shot setting.

2.2 STAR-GO

STAR-GO is a Transformer-based architecture that integrates protein sequence representations with a novel GO
embedding framework for protein function prediction. The GO embedder combines the semantic and structural
information of GO terms by encoding term descriptions with their ontology relations. The sentence-level embeddings
of GO terms, extracted using a sentence encoder, are mapped into the latent space of an autoencoder jointly trained
for predicting the GO term’s aspect (i.e., MFO, BPO, CCO), its ancestor terms, and its identity. By jointly modeling
semantic content and ontology hierarchy, this design enables zero-shot generalization to unseen GO terms.

The STAR-GO model adopts an autoencoder architecture, given in Figure 1, where protein and GO embeddings are fused
within a unified transformer framework. The encoder takes protein embeddings obtained from a pretrained language
model, while the decoder predicts GO term probabilities based on the fusion of the protein and GO representations via
cross-attention. To ensure consistency with the hierarchical structure of the GO ontology, the decoder processes the GO
embeddings arranged in a topological order from ancestors to descendants. Consequently, the proposed hierarchical
decoding framework captures the dependencies across multiple functional levels.

3https://release.geneontology.org/2020-06-01/ontology/go-basic.obo
4https://release.geneontology.org/2021-11-16/ontology/go-basic.obo
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2.3 GO Embeddings

GO is a structured vocabulary for protein functions, forming a directed acyclic graph (DAG), where nodes are terms and
edges denote semantic relations [8]. The proposed embedding module aims to learn GO term embeddings by capturing
the semantic meaning of term definitions and the structural relationships defined by the GO that are valuable for
protein function prediction. We obtain sentence embeddings for each GO term definition using SBERT-BioBERT [15],
pretrained with biomedical text. We apply mean pooling to token representations from its last layer to obtain GO
term textual embeddings. The frozen embeddings serve as inputs to a trainable autoencoder that injects ontology
structure via multi-task supervision [5]. Unlike anc2Vec, our autoencoder learns the hierarchical structure of GO
terms from their sentence embeddings, which encode the semantic similarity between the function descriptions, rather
than relying on one-hot representations. The proposed encoder applies a linear projection, zt = Wembxt, where
xt ∈ Rdt is the embedding of term t, and Wemb ∈ Rdz×dt is the projection matrix. The decoder learns to map zt,
ŷanc = ϕ(Wanczt + banc), ŷsub = ϕ(Wsubzt + bsub), ŷid = ϕ(Widzt + bid), using separate layers with softmax, ϕ (·),
to recover the term’s ancestor set, its subontology, and its term identity with a combination of binary cross-entropy
objectives:

LBCE = −αanc

Nterms∑
i=1

yianc log
(
ŷianc

)
(1)

− αsub

3∑
i=1

yisub log
(
ŷisub

)
− αid

Nterms∑
i=1

xi log
(
ŷiid

)
where αanc, αsub, and αid are the loss weights balancing ancestor, subontology, and term ID loss terms, respectively,
Nterms is the number of terms, and yanc ∈ {0, 1}Nterms denotes the ground truth ancestor terms of x, and ysub ∈ {0, 1}3
is the ground truth encoding of the subontology terms.

The anc2Vec [5] represents each GO term using one-hot vectors, where nonidentical terms are orthogonal and share
limited similarity. In contrast, STAR-GO utilizes semantic embeddings of term descriptions, thereby it preserves
relationships beyond the ontology graph. For example, Molecular Function terms GO:0005524 (ATP binding) and
GO:0016887 (ATP hydrolysis activity) are functionally related since ATP hydrolysis inherently involves ATP binding.
However, they share only the root ancestor molecular_function in the ontology, illustrating the gap between semantics
and graph structure. The cosine similarity between the one-hot vectors of these terms is 0.48. With the anc2Vec
embeddings, the similarity decreases to 0.29, resulting in a limited structural overlap. However, the similarities with
our description-based embeddings are 0.69 and 0.68 before and after projection, respectively, indicating that semantic
proximity is preserved. Finally, unlike anc2Vec, which assigns equal weights to each objective, we tune αanc, αsub, αid
to stabilize training and balance the influence of semantic and structural components.

2.4 Transformer module

The proposed module learns to associate protein sequences with GO terms by jointly processing residue-level em-
beddings representing protein sequences and term-level embeddings representing GO semantics and hierarchy. The
architecture follows an autoencoder design where cross-attention combines protein and GO representations. The
encoder consists of Nenc self-attention layers that contextualize residue embeddings, capturing dependencies along the
sequence. The decoder comprises Ndec layers that combine self-attention and cross-attention operations. The decoder’s
self-attention operates over GO terms with a causal mask that respects their topological order, allowing information to
flow from general to specific functions per the GO hierarchy. Cross-attention layers link the GO term representations
with the residue embeddings, allowing each term to attend to the most informative residues relevant to its semantics. The
model is trained for the supervised function prediction task, encouraging the model to capture task-relevant associations
between residue-level and GO-level representations.

2.4.1 Encoder

Input and Projection. Each protein sequence is represented as residue-level embeddings. We extract these embeddings
from the final hidden layer of a pretrained protein language model, ProtT5 [6], which is state-of-the-art across diverse
protein prediction tasks. For a sequence of length L, the residue embeddings, denoted as X ∈ RL×dseq , are projected
into the encoder’s latent space:

H(0)
enc = XWseq + 1b⊤seq ∈ RL×d. (2)

Self-Attention Layers. The encoder refines the projected residue embeddings through Nenc stacked self-attention
layers. Let H(l)

enc ∈ RL×d denote the hidden representation of the protein sequence at the l-th encoder layer, where H(0)
enc
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is the input defined above. Each layer updates these representations as follows:

Ĥ(l)
enc = LN

(
H(l−1)

enc +MHA
(
H(l−1)

enc ,H(l−1)
enc ; M̃seq

))
, (3)

H(l)
enc = LN

(
Ĥ(l)

enc + FFN
(
Ĥ(l)

enc

))
(4)

where MHA denotes multi-head attention [23], FFN is a position-wise feed-forward network, and LN denotes layer
normalization. M̃seq is an additive mask for sequence padding. After Nenc layers, the encoder outputs refined residue
embeddings H(Nenc)

enc .

2.4.2 Decoder

Input Representation and Ordering. Each GO term within a subontology is represented by the embeddings obtained
from the GO embedding module, E ∈ RT×dgo , where T denotes the number of GO terms. To preserve the hierarchical
dependencies among GO terms, they are arranged in a topological order (GOπ(1), . . . ,GOπ(T )), where π defines
a breadth-first traversal from root to leaves. This ordering enables information to propagate along parent–child
relationships during decoding. The GO embeddings are then projected into the decoder’s latent space, producing the
initial representation H

(0)
dec :

H
(0)
dec = EWgo + 1b⊤go ∈ RT×d. (5)

Self-Attention and Cross-Attention. The decoder consists of Ndec layers. At each layer, causal self-attention is
first applied over GO terms using a lower-triangular mask C, ensuring that each term attends only to its ancestors.
Subsequently, cross-attention incorporates the encoded protein representations, allowing GO terms to attend to residue-
level features relevant to their semantics. Thus, each GO term representation aggregates information from both its
ancestors and the relevant residues of the protein. A feed-forward transformation with residual connections and layer
normalization refines the decoder’s final representations. Formally, let H(l)

dec ∈ RT×d denote the hidden representation
of the GO terms at layer l, then each layer is computed as:

Self-attention: Ĥ
(l)
dec = MHA

(
H

(l−1)
dec ,H

(l−1)
dec ; M̃dec

)
, (6)

S
(l)
dec = LN

(
H

(l−1)
dec + Ĥ

(l)
dec

)
, (7)

Cross-attention: H̃
(l)
dec = MHA

(
S
(l)
dec,H

(Nenc)
enc ;0

)
, (8)

C
(l)
dec = LN

(
S
(l)
dec + H̃

(l)
dec

)
, (9)

Feed-forward: H
(l)
dec = LN

(
C

(l)
dec + FFN

(
C

(l)
dec

))
. (10)

2.4.3 Prediction Head and Objective

Output Mapping. For each GO term t, the final decoder representation is mapped to a logit zt through a two-layer
feed-forward projection:

ut = GELU
(
H

(Ndec)
dec [t, :]W1 + b1

)
, (11)

zt = utW2 + b2, ŷt = σ(zt) ∈ (0, 1). (12)

where ŷt denotes the predicted probability that the protein is associated with GO term t, and σ(·) is the sigmoid
activation function that maps each logit zt to a probability value in the range (0, 1).

Training Objective. Given binary ground-truth y ∈ {0, 1}T , where yt = 1 if the protein is annotated with GO term t
and 0 otherwise, the model is trained using binary cross-entropy:

LBCE =
1

T

T∑
t=1

(
log(1 + exp(zt))− ytzt

)
. (13)

During training, only the projection layers, Transformer blocks, and prediction head are optimized, while the pretrained
protein and GO embedding modules remain frozen.
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3 Results

We compared STAR-GO with state-of-the-art models to evaluate its protein function prediction performance and
generalization to unseen GO terms. We further examined the contribution of the STAR-GO components with ablation
studies. Performance was evaluated using Fmax for protein-centric accuracy and Macro-AUPR and AUC for term-
centric generalization across GO terms. Implementation details, baselines, and evaluation metrics are provided in the
Supplementary Materials.

3.1 STAR-GO achieves competitive performance

We compared STAR-GO with state-of-the-art baselines, including PFresGO, DeepFRI, TALE+, DeepGOZero, and
DeepGO-SE, using Fmax, Macro AUPR, and AUC metrics (Table 1). Across all ontologies, STAR-GO exhibits
competitive performance, matching or exceeding most baselines. In BP, DeepGO-SE attains the highest overall Fmax
and Macro AUPR, while STAR-GO achieves the best AUC (0.989). Within CC ontology, STAR-GO surpasses all
baselines in Macro AUPR and AUC while maintaining comparable Fmax to PFresGO. For MF, STAR-GO performs on
par with DeepGO-SE, achieving close Fmax and AUC values. STAR-GO consistently ranks among the top-performing
methods and achieves the strongest AUC values across all ontologies, indicating strong term-level discriminability.

Table 1: Comparison of STAR-GO with state-of-the-art. STAR-GO performs competitively across all ontologies.
Notably, it obtains the highest AUC scores, demonstrating its term-level discriminability.

Ontology Method Fmax Macro AUPR AUC

BP PFresGO 0.568 0.293 0.839
DeepFRI 0.540 0.261 0.858
TALE+ 0.554 0.302 0.811
DeepGOZero 0.565 0.294 0.768
DeepGO-SE 0.574 0.325 0.968
STAR-GO 0.548 0.288 0.989

CC PFresGO 0.674 0.361 0.884
DeepFRI 0.613 0.274 0.884
TALE+ 0.610 0.325 0.849
DeepGOZero 0.534 0.315 0.738
DeepGO-SE 0.638 0.352 0.974
STAR-GO 0.659 0.379 0.988

MF PFresGO 0.691 0.602 0.924
DeepFRI 0.625 0.494 0.915
TALE+ 0.662 0.564 0.884
DeepGO-SE 0.722 0.648 0.991
STAR-GO 0.719 0.620 0.995

3.2 STAR-GO generalizes to unseen GO terms

For zero-shot evaluation, we compared STAR-GO with DeepGOZero and DeepGO-SE, which have zero-shot ca-
pabilities, using the zero-shot dataset, where selected GO terms were excluded from all protein–term associations.
To assess the contributions of different GO information sources, we ablated the structural and textual components
of our GO embedding module and retrained the resulting variants, denoted STARS (structural only, using anc2vec
embeddings) and START (textual-only, using SBERT-BioBERT embeddings), and STARST model combining both
representations. All models, including baselines, were trained on the zero-shot dataset and evaluated on the full test set,
with term-specific AUCs reported for each held-out GO term in Table 2.

Across the 16 held-out GO terms, STAR-GO variants collectively achieve the highest zero-shot AUCs in 13 cases,
consistently outperforming DeepGOZero and DeepGO-SE. Performance varies by ontology and GO embeddings:
START achieves the best results on most Molecular Function and Biological Process terms (e.g., GO:0001228 = 0.949,
GO:0046330 = 0.960), highlighting the strength of semantic information captured from textual definitions. STARS

performs best on a few terms (e.g., GO:0032760 = 0.930, GO:1904813 = 0.903) but performs poorly for MF terms. The
combined STARST model maintains stable and competitive performance across all ontologies, closely matching the
textual variant.
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An independent subsumption-prediction evaluation of the GO embeddings further contextualized these results (see
Supplementary Materials). The anc2vec performed the best in recovering hierarchical parent–child relations, confirming
its strong topological representation of GO. However, anc2vec embeddings generalized less effectively to unseen
terms, particularly for MF terms, resulting in the lower zero-shot AUCs of STARS . Conversely, SBERT-BioBERT
embeddings performed worse in subsumption prediction but generalized better to unseen terms, indicating that semantic
representations transfer more effectively to novel ontology concepts. The integrated STARST model reflects this
complementarity, achieving balanced performance across ontologies by leveraging both semantic and structural
information. While STARS requires retraining when new GO terms are added due to the fixed anc2vec embeddings,
START and STARST can generate embeddings for novel terms directly from textual definitions, enabling continuous
adaptation to ontology updates without retraining.

Table 2: Zero-shot performance of STAR-GO with unseen GO term AUCs. The zero-shot columns denote that models
were optimized on an ablated dataset excluding the reported GO terms from all protein–term associations. Trained
columns reports the results for the corresponding protein-term pairs included during training. STAR variants use
different GO embeddings: S (structural, anc2Vec), T (textual, SBERT-BioBERT), and ST (combined, proposed in this
work). The best AUC within each section is shown in bold.

Zero-shot Trained

Ontology Term STARST START STARS DeepGOZero DeepGO-SE STARST DeepGOZero DeepGO-SE

MF

GO:0001227 0.891 0.944 0.557 0.257 0.759 0.955 0.932 0.952
GO:0001228 0.938 0.949 0.508 0.574 0.791 0.961 0.948 0.961
GO:0003735 0.923 0.915 0.301 0.400 0.066 0.994 0.940 0.995
GO:0004867 0.742 0.884 0.807 0.972 0.568 0.955 0.985 0.992
GO:0005096 0.904 0.907 0.750 0.847 0.517 0.962 0.938 0.735

BP

GO:0000381 0.973 0.988 0.957 0.855 0.751 0.987 0.906 0.992
GO:0032729 0.895 0.895 0.948 0.870 0.982 0.893 0.932 0.996
GO:0032755 0.895 0.889 0.957 0.719 0.966 0.939 0.884 0.979
GO:0032760 0.900 0.883 0.930 0.861 0.803 0.950 0.925 0.821
GO:0046330 0.949 0.960 0.923 0.855 0.866 0.966 0.904 0.888
GO:0051897 0.893 0.942 0.913 0.772 0.929 0.962 0.888 0.957
GO:0120162 0.734 0.779 0.811 0.637 0.491 0.817 0.738 0.957

CC

GO:0005762 0.998 0.998 0.991 0.889 0.600 0.999 0.874 0.995
GO:0022625 0.989 0.937 0.950 0.898 0.487 0.995 0.893 0.991
GO:0042788 0.940 0.963 0.930 0.858 0.532 0.990 0.889 0.990
GO:1904813 0.675 0.806 0.903 0.653 0.658 0.895 0.792 0.955

3.3 Hierarchical ordering and ontology-informed embeddings improve performance

We ablated STAR-GO to quantify the contributions of GO embedding design, integration architecture, and hierarchical
ordering of GO terms. Table 3 shows that the best performance was achieved by the decoder-based model using our
integrated GO embedding module with hierarchically ordered GO terms. This variant shows strength in Macro AUPR
scores, achieving 0.288, 0.379, and 0.620 for BP, CC, and MF, respectively, and achieves the highest Fmax score (0.719)
for MF subontology.

Removing either the textual or structural component from the GO embeddings results in performance degradation,
most notably for BP, where Macro AUPR drops from 0.288 to 0.267 (structural-only) or 0.195 (textual-only). The
textual-only variant performed substantially worse here than in the zero-shot setting, where it achieved the highest
AUCs. This discrepancy suggests that textual embeddings (SBERT-BioBERT) are effective for transferring to unseen
terms but less so when trained end-to-end, whereas structural embeddings (anc2vec) provide a stronger inductive bias
and stability when full supervision is available. The STAR-GO performed the best across ontologies leveraging textual
and structural information.

Replacing hierarchical ordering with a flat ordering results in an overall decrease in performance, confirming that the
hierarchical ordering contributes a useful inductive bias by enforcing the GO structure. Training GO embeddings from
scratch (the “None" configuration in Table 3, without any structural or textual pretrained GO embeddings) performs
significantly worse, demonstrating the importance of pretrained GO embeddings for generalization.

We further compared different strategies for integrating GO embeddings with protein representations. In the decoder-
based configuration, GO embeddings attend to each other with a causal mask such that GO terms are processed in
hierarchical or GO ID-based order. The encoder-based configuration, which attends GO term sequence embeddings
bidirectionally without ordered decoding, achieved competitive AUCs in CC and MF (0.990 and 0.995) and the highest
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Table 3: Ablation study of STAR-GO across different ontologies and three aspects: (1) GO embeddings: None (learned
from scratch), Structural (anc2vec), Textual (SBERT-BioBERT), or Combined (proposed integration of structural and
textual embeddings); (2) Architecture: decoder with causal attention, encoder with bidirectional attention, or MLP
using concatenated embeddings of the mean-pooled protein embeddings and GO embeddings; (3) GO term ordering:
whether terms are hierarchically ordered in the decoder (✓). Results are shown for Biological Process (BP), Cellular
Component (CC), and Molecular Function (MF) predictions using multiple metrics. (-) indicates experiments not
completed due to GPU memory constraints. The last configuration corresponds to the proposed model, STAR-GO.
Model Configurations Macro AUPR Micro AUPR AUC Fmax

GO embeddings Architecture GO Ordering BP CC MF BP CC MF BP CC MF BP CC MF

None Decoder ✓ 0.230 0.378 0.583 0.315 0.457 0.634 0.985 0.988 0.992 0.548 0.658 0.691
Structural Decoder ✓ 0.267 0.366 0.608 0.322 0.449 0.660 0.983 0.989 0.994 0.553 0.653 0.700
Textual Decoder ✓ 0.195 0.296 0.388 0.250 0.344 0.346 0.975 0.980 0.981 0.438 0.575 0.393
Combined MLP x 0.277 0.351 0.567 0.343 0.453 0.622 0.990 0.992 0.995 0.534 0.662 0.654
Combined Encoder x - 0.340 0.577 - 0.463 0.633 - 0.990 0.995 - 0.667 0.670
Combined Decoder x 0.281 0.361 0.610 0.340 0.443 0.650 0.985 0.989 0.993 0.542 0.647 0.707
Combined Decoder ✓ 0.288 0.379 0.620 0.351 0.455 0.675 0.989 0.988 0.995 0.548 0.659 0.719

CC Fmax (0.667), but could not be evaluated on BP due to memory constraints. The MLP integration, which pairs
mean-pooled protein embeddings with individual GO term embeddings, produced similarly high AUCs (up to 0.995)
but underperformed in Fmax, Macro AUPR, and Micro AUPR compared to the decoder variant with GO hierarchical
ordering.

4 Discussion

This work demonstrates that integrating semantic and structural information yields a richer representation of GO terms
for protein function prediction. The proposed GO embedding module, integrated within an encoder-decoder framework
and combined with hierarchical decoding, enhances zero-shot prediction performance while maintaining competitive
protein-centric and improved term-centric results. Moreover, because our GO embedding method requires only term
descriptions at inference, it can be applied across GO releases without retraining.

The ablation results provide additional insight into the interaction between semantic and structural information. The
combined model does not consistently outperform the single-modality variants. Both the text-only and structure-only
models achieve higher AUCs for certain terms, suggesting that each information source captures complementary yet
occasionally conflicting aspects of functional similarity. This variability indicates that the current fusion mechanism
may sometimes overemphasize one modality, depending on the characteristics of individual terms. Future work
will develop adaptive fusion strategies that dynamically balance semantic and structural contributions, improving
robustness across GO terms. Our implementation employs specific pretrained language models for both protein and GO
embeddings. However, the framework can incorporate alternative protein representations or additional modalities, such
as structure-based or protein–protein interaction embeddings. Future work will also explore the fusion of complementary
representations to further enhance the performance.

4.1 Conclusion

We presented STAR-GO, a Transformer-based framework that jointly embeds the semantic and structural characteristics
of GO terms to enhance zero-shot protein function prediction. The proposed GO embedding module refines language-
model-derived representations through structural regularization, preserving both textual semantics and hierarchical
relationships of GO terms. This design enables compatibility with evolving GO releases without retraining, while
hierarchical decoding provides an inductive bias for propagating information from general to specific terms. Our
results demonstrate that STAR-GO achieves strong zero-shot generalization and competitive performance compared to
state-of-the-art methods. Our findings highlight that semantic and structural representations capture complementary
aspects of functional similarity: textual embeddings provide adaptability and compatibility across GO releases, while
structural information encodes relational context within the ontology. Future work will focus on developing adaptive
fusion mechanisms and extending STAR-GO to include additional modalities for both proteins and GO terms. This
study represents an important step toward generalizable function prediction models that are resilient to the continual
evolution of biological ontologies.
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A Supplementary Materials

Dataset statistics

Table 4 summarizes the number of protein sequences and annotated GO terms in the training, validation, and test
splits used for model development. Table 5 presents the corresponding statistics for the dataset employed in zero-shot
evaluation, including per-subontology protein and term counts.

Table 4: Dataset statistics for training, validation and test splits. The number of protein sequences in each split and the
number of GO terms with annotations per ontology.

Subontology Train Test Validation Num. terms

MF 29,902 3,416 3,323 489
BP 29,902 3,416 3,323 1,943
CC 29,902 3,416 3,323 320
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Table 5: Statistics for UniProtKB–SwissProt 2021_4 dataset used in zero-shot evaluation. Per-subontology protein
counts in each split and term count is shown.

Subontology Terms Training Validation Testing

MF 6,868 34,716 3,851 4,712
BP 21,381 47,733 5,552 5,444
CC 2,832 48,318 4,970 5,969

GO:0008150

biological_process

GO:0005975

carbohydrate 
metabolic process

……

 A biological process…

Description:

 The chemical reactions…

Description:

Sentence
Embedder
Sentence
Embedder

Ontology-informed textual embeddings

Encoder Subontology
(MF, BP, CC)

Term ID
(e.g. GO:0008150)

Ancestors

Decoder 
branches

GO Embedding Module

Figure 2: Overview of the GO embedding module. Sentence embeddings obtained from SBERT-BioBERT are projected
into a latent space through a trainable autoencoder. The encoder maps GO term definitions into a semantic-structural
representation, while three decoder branches jointly reconstruct (i) ancestor terms, (ii) subontology, and (iii) term
identity. Multi-task supervision aligns the semantic embeddings of related GO terms with their hierarchical relationships
in the ontology.

GO Embedding Module

Figure 2 summarizes the GO embedding framework described in Section GO Embeddings, highlighting the integration
of semantic (text-based) and structural (ontology-based) information via a projection autoencoder trained with multi-task
objectives.

Evaluation Metrics

We evaluate performance using the standard metrics of the Critical Assessment of Functional Annotation (CAFA)
challenges[28] including macro-averaged Area Under the Precision-Recall Curve (AUPR), Fmax score, and micro-
averaged Area Under the ROC Curve (AUC). Before evaluation, all predictions and labels are propagated up the Gene
Ontology hierarchy according to the true path rule.

• Protein-centric Fmax: This is the protein-centric maximum for the F1 measure. For a threshold t, define
precision Pt = TPt

TPt+FPt
and recall Rt = TPt

TPt+FNt
, where TPt, FPt, and FNt represents true positives,

false positives, and false negatives at threshold t. The F-measure at threshold t is calculated as Ft =
2·Pt·Rt

Pt+Rt
.

Fmax is defined as:
Fmax = max

t∈[0,1]
Ft (14)

When evaluating protein function prediction, the protein-centric Fmax accounts for the GO term hierarchy by
propagating predictions along the ontology structure.

• Macro AUPR: For each GO term g in the set of all terms G, an individual AUPR value is calculated as:

AUPRg =

∫ 1

0

Pg(r)dr (15)
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where Pg(r) is the precision at recall level r for term g. The Macro AUPR is then:

Macro AUPR =
1

|G|
∑
g∈G

AUPRg (16)

This gives equal weight to each term regardless of its prevalence in the dataset.
• AUC (Area Under the ROC Curve): For ROC calculation, the true positive rate TPR = TP

TP+FN is plotted
against the false positive rate FPR = FP

FP+TN at various thresholds. The micro-averaged AUC is calculated by
first flattening all predictions and true labels across all protein-term pairs into a single vector, then calculating

AUC =

∫ 1

0

TPR(FPR−1(f)) df (17)

where FPR−1(f) is the threshold that gives an FPR of f .

The metrics above, calculated as defined in CAFA guidelines, provide a comprehensive view of model performance,
covering both protein-level accuracy (Fmax, AUC) and term-specific prediction quality (Macro AUPR).

Baselines

We evaluated STAR-GO against five baseline methods selected for their methodological relevance, zero-shot capabilities,
or state-of-the-art performance.

Methods with similar architectures. PFresGO [17] combines ProtT5 protein representations with Anc2vec GO
embeddings through cross-attention in an auto-encoder framework with non-feedforward residual attention blocks.
Unlike STAR-GO’s encoder-decoder architecture with semantic GO representations, PFresGO relies solely on graph-
derived hierarchical information. TALE [3] employs a Transformer encoder to learn joint protein-GO embeddings,
using convolution with softmaxed similarity scores for prediction.

Zero-shot capable methods. DeepGOZero [12] pioneered zero-shot protein function prediction by representing
GO terms as geometric n-balls that satisfy formal Description Logic axioms, operating on InterPro domain features
rather than sequence embeddings. DeepGO-SE [14] extends this geometric approach through approximate semantic
entailment across multiple models while incorporating ESM2 protein language models. Both represent the current
state-of-the-art in zero-shot prediction.

Structure-based. DeepFRI [10] is a structure-based function predictor, using graph convolutional networks on residue
contact maps to capture spatial functional determinants.

Implementation Details

The models were trained and evaluated using the PyTorch 2.5.1 [18], HuggingFace Transformers 4.47.0 [24], and
PyTorch Lightning 2.4.0[7] libraries. Our model implementation utilized HuggingFace’s BERT encoder and decoder
layers, replacing the trained embeddings module with the frozen embeddings from our method. For the encoder variant,
we utilized a fully enabled attention mask in the self-attention layer, effectively making it an encoder.

Experiment tracking and hyperparameter tuning were performed on the Weights&Biases platform [2]. Hyperparameter
tuning was utilized to optimize the model’s performance and experiments were performed with multiple variants of the
model. In particular, we experimented with the fixed ordering of Gene Ontology terms in the decoder input, testing the
variations of: ordered, unordered GO terms with a causal mask and unordered GO terms without a causal mask. We
also evaluated an ablation variant in which protein and GO term embeddings were concatenated and passed through an
MLP prediction head. We utilized PyTorch Lightning’s Learning Rate Finder to find the optimal learning rate for each
model architecture.

For the GO embedding module fine-tuning, we adapted the Anc2vec training procedure to incorporate our semantic
embeddings using a multi-task loss formulation with an ExponentialDecay learning rate scheduler. The embedding
dimension was set to d = 200. Training proceeded for 100 epochs with batch size 32, using scheduler parameters
initial_lr=0.001, decay_rate=0.9, and decay_steps=10000. Loss weights were set to αanc = 1.0, αsub = 0.5,
and αid = 0.3 for the ancestor prediction, subontology classification, and term identity reconstruction tasks, respectively.

For STAR-GO, we use a hidden size d = 256 in all Transformer blocks with 6 encoder and 6 decoder layers, each with
8 attention heads and a feed-forward intermediate dimension of 1024. Dropout is 0.1 on hidden activations and 0.1 on
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attention probabilities; activations use GELU and we set layer_norm_eps to 1!×!10−12. GO embeddings are 200-d
for Anc2Vec and our learned GO embeddings, and 768-d when using the SBERT-BioBERT textual encoder; protein
residues are projected to the shared hidden size d We train with AdamW (learning rate 6×10−5 selected by a PyTorch
Lightning learning-rate finder, weight decay 0.01), without a learning-rate scheduler, for up to 100 epochs with early
stopping (patience 10) on minimum validation loss. To standardize compute, we employ gradient accumulation together
with Fully Sharded Data Parallel training, yielding an effective batch size of 32 across runs. Mixed precision uses bf16
(bf16-mixed in PyTorch).

We adopted PFresGO’s official evaluation code5 for metric computation. All baseline results are taken from the
PFresGO study, except for DeepGO-SE, which we retrained and evaluated for consistency. For zero-shot experiments,
both DeepGOZero and DeepGO-SE were retrained under our ablation protocol.

Subsumption prediction with GO embeddings

We compared our GO embedding module against several baseline GO embedding techniques on the subsumption
prediction task (Table 6), including OWL2Vec* [4], anc2Vec [5], and GT2Vec [27]. To assess the contribution
of semantic information, we also evaluated pretrained language models that encode GO term definitions without
structural supervision. Specifically, we included two task-specific BERT models: BioBERT [15], pretrained on large-
scale biomedical text, and SBERT-BioBERT [19], which fine-tunes BioBERT on sentence similarity tasks using the
SentenceTransformers framework.

The evaluation was performed using the GO subsumption dataset and evaluation metrics of OWL2Vec* [4]. The dataset
is a split of all GO subsumption triples, i.e., is_a, part_of relations between GO terms. We evaluated the go-basic
and go editions of the GO. The basic edition contains part of, is a, regulates, and negatively regulates. The full edition
go additionally contains has part and occurs in. It is generally considered unsafe to propagate annotations with the
complete edition since the additional relations introduce cycles to the graph [9].

For each embedding technique, we trained multiple models to predict the likelihood of a subsumption relationship
between any two GO terms and selected the best-performing one. This model was then used for a ranking task: for
each child term in the test set, we ranked all other GO terms as potential parents based on the predicted likelihood.
We evaluated these rankings using standard information retrieval metrics. Hits@k measures the percentage of times a
true parent is found within the top k ranked candidates; we report for k=1, 5, and 10. Mean Reciprocal Rank (MRR)
evaluates the average inverse rank of the first correct parent, providing a single score for overall ranking quality. Higher
values for all metrics indicate better performance.

As shown in Table 6, anc2vec achieved the highest accuracy in recovering subsumption relations, consistent with
its explicit optimization for structural hierarchy. Sentence-based embeddings performed worse overall, though fine-
tuned semantic embeddings (SBERT-BioBERT) provided a substantial improvement over non-fine-tuned BioBERT,
demonstrating the effectiveness of fine-tuning the SBERT-BioBERT embeddings. Our GO embedding module, which
integrates semantic embeddings with structural reconstruction objectives, performed comparably to OWL2Vec* across
metrics and surpassed purely semantic models. Despite anc2vec’s stronger subsumption scores, our ablation study (main
text, Table 3) showed that these embeddings generalized less effectively to downstream protein function prediction. In
contrast, our module’s semantic–structural integration improved transfer to function prediction, confirming the value of
including semantic information alongside hierarchical structure.

5https://github.com/BioColLab/PFresGO
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Table 6: Performance of GO embedding techniques. anc2vec and OWL2Vec* are the same as in their respective
papers. BioBERT uses mean-pooled sentence embeddings of term descriptions. SBERT-BioBERT is a BioBERT model
fine-tuned for sentence similarity tasks. Our GO embedding method fine-tunes SBERT-BioBERT further with structure
recovery objectives. We evaluated on two editions of GO: full and basic.

Hits@1 Hits@10 Hits@5 MRR
GO Edition Method

go anc2vec 0.077 0.365 0.245 0.170
Ours 0.063 0.333 0.220 0.149
OWL2Vec* 0.071 0.343 0.230 0.158
SBERT-BioBERT 0.060 0.297 0.190 0.137
BioBERT 0.008 0.112 0.058 0.047

go-basic anc2vec 0.092 0.414 0.290 0.196
Ours 0.069 0.340 0.233 0.157
OWL2Vec* 0.066 0.333 0.221 0.152
SBERT-BioBERT 0.054 0.292 0.188 0.131
BioBERT 0.022 0.156 0.097 0.071
GT2Vec 0.006 0.067 0.028 0.038
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