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ABSTRACT

Predicting the binding affinity between antigens and antibodies is fundamental to drug discovery and
vaccine development. Traditional computational approaches often rely on experimentally determined
3D structures, which are scarce and computationally expensive to obtain. This paper introduces
DuaDeep-SeqAffinity, a novel sequence-only deep learning framework that predicts affinity scores
solely from their amino acid sequences using a dual-stream hybrid architecture. Our approach
leverages pre-trained ESM-2 protein language model embeddings, combining 1D Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) for local motif detection with Transformer encoders for global contextual
representation. A subsequent fusion module integrates these multi-faceted features, which are then
passed to a fully connected network for final score regression. Experimental results demonstrate that
DuaDeep-SeqAffinity significantly outperforms individual architectural components and existing
state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods. DuaDeep achieved a superior Pearson correlation of 0.688, an
R? of 0.460, and a Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) of 0.737, surpassing single-branch variants
ESM-CNN and ESM-Transformer. Notably, the model achieved an Area Under the Curve (AUC)
of 0.890, outperforming sequence-only benchmarks and even surpassing structure-sequence hybrid
models. These findings prove that high-fidelity sequence embeddings can capture essential binding
patterns typically reserved for structural modeling. By eliminating the reliance on 3D structures,
DuaDeep-SeqAffinity provides a highly scalable and efficient solution for high-throughput screening
of vast sequence libraries, significantly accelerating the therapeutic discovery pipeline.
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1 Introduction

The specific, high-affinity interaction between antigens and antibodies underpins the adaptive immune response and
represents a primary target for therapeutic intervention. Precise prediction of binding strength, often characterized
by docking scores or binding affinity, is indispensable for the identification of high-potency therapeutic leads, the
rational design of vaccines, and the engineering of sensitive diagnostic platforms [1, 2]. As therapeutic discovery
shifts toward high-throughput digital screening, the development of robust computational tools capable of predicting
these binding dynamics with high precision has become a critical necessity in accelerating the drug development pipeline.

Current state-of-the-art computational methods for predicting protein—protein interactions (PPIs), including
antigen—antibody complexes, predominantly rely on molecular docking simulations and physics-based energy scoring.
These methodologies necessitate precise 3D structural information for both interacting partners to model the spatial
complementarity and physicochemical forces at the binding interface [34]. However, the availability of high-resolution
experimental structures, resolved via X-ray crystallography or Cryo-Electron Microscopy (Cryo-EM), remains a
significant bottleneck due to the time-consuming and resource-intensive nature of these techniques [3l].

While computational structure prediction breakthroughs like AlphaFold2 and AlphaFold3 have made remarkable strides
in general protein modeling, they still face substantial challenges in the antibody-antigen domain. Recent benchmarks
indicate that even the most advanced multimer models exhibit a failure rate of approximately 60% in accurately docking
antibody-antigen complexes when orthologous sequences are limited [6, [7]]. This is primarily due to the hypervariable
nature of the Complementarity-Determining Regions (CDRs), particularly the CDR-H3 loop, which often undergoes
significant conformational changes upon binding, a dynamic process that static structure-based methods fail to capture
effectively [8}[9].

The inherent information within an amino acid sequence dictates its folded structure and, by extension, its interaction
properties. Recent breakthroughs in Protein Language Models (PLMs), such as ESM-2, demonstrate an exceptional
ability to learn these complex relationships from vast unlabeled protein sequence datasets. By treating protein sequences
as a "language," these models provide rich, contextualized embeddings that implicitly encode the biophysical and
evolutionary signatures necessary for binding [ 10} [11]].

Leveraging these embeddings presents an unprecedented opportunity to move beyond explicit structural modeling and
directly infer interaction characteristics from sequences. Recent studies have begun exploring sequence-only regressive
frameworks to predict binding affinity changes, demonstrating that PLM-driven models can achieve competitive
performance with structural methods while being orders of magnitude faster [12,|13]. This sequence-only paradigm is
particularly vital for screening novel antibody repertoires where structural templates are absent, providing a scalable
and efficient solution for high-throughput therapeutic discovery.

To address these challenges, we present DuaDeep-SeqAffinity, a novel deep learning framework engineered to predict
antigen—antibody affinity scores directly from primary amino acid sequences. The core innovation of our approach lies
in the synergistic integration of high-capacity ESM-2 embeddings with a specialized dual-stream Transformer—CNN
hybrid architecture. Our architecture is specifically designed to perform multiscale feature extraction. By processing
sequences through parallel streams, the model simultaneously captures long-range global dependencies, critical
for understanding overall protein fold and stability, and fine-grained local motifs that define the physicochemical
environment of the binding interface.

The utility of the DuaDeep-SeqAffinity framework is profound. By operating independently of tertiary structural
data, it provides a high-throughput, scalable, and cost-effective alternative to traditional docking simulations. This
sequence-only paradigm effectively circumvents the "structural bottleneck," enabling the rapid screening of expansive
antibody repertoires and the acceleration of rational vaccine design. Furthermore, by drastically reducing the
computational overhead associated with affinity maturation and lead optimization, this model promises to expedite
the pre-clinical phases of therapeutic development, offering a robust tool for personalized immunotherapy and
rapid-response pandemic preparedness.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2] provides a comprehensive review of related literature
and the theoretical background of protein language models. Section [3]details the proposed methodology, including the
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dual-stream architecture and fusion strategies. Section ] presents the experimental results, benchmarking our model
against current state-of-the-art methods and discussing the implications of our findings. Finally, Section [5]concludes the
paper with a summary of contributions and directions for future research.

2 Background and Related Works

2.1 Antibody-Antigen Interaction

The antibody-mediated immune response is a critical component of the adaptive immune system, responsible for the
highly specific recognition and neutralization of foreign substances, including viruses, bacteria, and toxins. Antibodies,
or immunoglobulins (Ig), are Y-shaped glycoproteins synthesized by B lymphocytes [14} |15, [16]. Each antibody
identifies a specific molecular region on an antigen, known as an epitope, via its paratope, the physical binding site
located at the tips of the antibody’s variable regions [[17]. The architecture of these variable regions is defined by
six hypervariable loops termed complementarity-determining regions (CDRs), with three situated on the heavy chain
(H1, H2, H3) and three on the light chain (L1, L2, L3). These loops collectively dictate the paratope’s shape and
physicochemical complementarity to the antigen, thereby determining binding affinity (Figure[I). Among these, the
CDR-H3 loop is characterized by the highest degree of structural and sequence diversity, often playing a dominant
role in antigen recognition [14]. The immense diversity of the CDR repertoire arises from somatic recombination and
affinity maturation through hypermutation during B-cell development, enabling the immune system to target an almost
limitless array of antigenic determinants [18]].

Figure 1: Overall Antibody Structure [17]

2.2 Therapeutic Importance of Antibody Binding

Over the last few decades, monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) have become a central component of modern biopharmaceuti-
cals. They are engineered to bind specifically to defined molecular targets, allowing precise modulation of biological
pathways. Since the approval of the first therapeutic antibody in 1986 (muromonab-CD3), the number of clinically
approved mAbs has grown steadily, with applications spanning oncology, autoimmune disorders, and infectious diseases
[19] 20]. Their success relies on the ability to design antibodies with high specificity and controlled effector functions,
reducing off-target effects and enabling targeted interventions. Additionally, mAbs serve as the basis for advanced
biologics, such as antibody—drug conjugates (ADCs) and bispecific antibodies [21]].

A recent and impactful example is the deployment of monoclonal antibodies against SARS-CoV-2, the virus responsible
for COVID-19. Antibodies such as bebtelovimab, tixagevimab, and cilgavimab received emergency use authorization
for treatment and pre-exposure prophylaxis, particularly benefiting patients unable to mount adequate immune responses
to vaccines. These cases demonstrate how antibody therapeutics can complement vaccines and small-molecule drugs
in combating emerging pathogens [22) 23| 24]. Beyond traditional discovery, the integration of deep learning has
catalyzed computational drug repurposing [25) 126} 27]] and generative design [28| 29]], enabling the rapid identification
of neutralizing candidates from existing biologics libraries to keep pace with rapid viral evolution. Given their immense
clinical and commercial significance, the development of high-throughput tools for predicting antibody—antigen binding
affinity has become a critical pillar for rational drug design and pandemic preparedness.

2.3 Experimental Methods for Measuring Binding Affinity

Accurate quantification of antibody—antigen binding affinity is essential for characterizing immune interactions and
developing therapeutic antibodies. Several experimental techniques have been established, each offering different levels
of precision, throughput, and cost-effectiveness.
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The Radioimmunoassay (RIA) is one of the earliest quantitative methods, using radiolabeled antigens or antibodies to
detect and measure complex formation. While RIA provides high sensitivity, it requires radioactive materials, making it
hazardous, expensive, and less favorable in modern laboratories [30, [31]. The Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay
(ELISA) employs enzyme-linked antibodies that produce measurable colorimetric or fluorescent signals upon antigen
binding. ELISA is well-suited for medium-throughput screening but may have limited sensitivity for very weak or
transient interactions [32}133]].

Surface Plasmon Resonance (SPR) provides real-time, label-free measurement of molecular interactions, allowing
determination of kinetic parameters in addition to overall affinity constants. Despite its precision, SPR requires
specialized equipment and can be costly and low-throughput for large-scale screening [34]. Bio-Layer Interferometry
(BLI) offers a more scalable alternative to SPR, though with reduced sensitivity for small molecules or low-affinity
interactions [35]].

Although these techniques yield accurate results, they are resource-intensive, time-consuming, and not easily scalable
for high-throughput applications. The increasing availability of large immunological datasets has enabled computational
approaches that predict binding affinity rapidly and at lower cost.

2.4 Computational Approaches for Antibody—Antigen Affinity Prediction

Computational methods provide a powerful alternative to experimental affinity determination, enabling the rapid
screening of expansive molecular libraries. These approaches are broadly categorized into structure-based and
sequence-based paradigms.

Structure-based methods rely on the three-dimensional (3D) coordinates of the antibody—antigen complex to estimate
binding energy. Traditional tools such as RosettaAntibody, FoldX, and CSM-AB utilize physics-based force fields and
geometric complementarity to model the energetic properties of the binding interface 36} [37]. While these methods
offer high physical interpretability, they are inherently limited by the "structural bottleneck": the scarcity and high cost
of obtaining high-resolution experimental structures via X-ray crystallography or Cryo-EM [17]. Although recent
deep learning breakthroughs like AlphaFold 3 and Boltz-2 have significantly improved complex structure prediction,
they still encounter difficulties in modeling the high flexibility of the CDR-H3 loop and often require substantial
computational resources for large-scale affinity ranking [6} 38} 39].

Sequence-based methods circumvent structural requirements by predicting affinity directly from amino acid sequences.
Early models primarily utilized hand-crafted physicochemical features (e.g., hydropathy, polarity) coupled with
traditional machine learning. However, recent advancements in Protein Language Models (PLMs), such as ESM-2,
ProtBERT, and Ablang, have revolutionized this field by providing high-dimensional, contextualized embeddings that
implicitly encode evolutionary and biophysical information [10} 40, 41].

More recently, deep learning has shown superior performance by capturing complex, non-linear relationships. Models
such as PIPR, RCNN-based frameworks, MVSF-AB, and DG-Affinity employ convolutional or recurrent architectures
[42, 143]], while pre-trained protein language models like ESM, ProtBERT, and Ablang provide rich embeddings
encoding evolutionary and structural context [10} 41} 40]

DG-Affinity [44], a sequence-based deep learning framework designed to predict antibody antigen binding affinities,
have demonstrated that utilizing PLMs like ConvNeXt architectures can achieve Pearson correlations exceeding 0.65
without any structural input [44]. The model leverages two specialized pretrained protein language models to capture
domain-specific sequence representations: TAPE for antigens and AbLang for antibodies. Similarly, the AntiBinder
[45] framework employs bidirectional cross-attention to capture the intrinsic mechanisms of antigen—antibody
interactions, highlighting the effectiveness of attention-based sequence modeling [435]].

Another prominent example of recent sequence-only modeling is MVSF-AB [46], which addresses the lack
of structural data through a multi-view learning strategy. MVSF-AB operates at two levels: Semantic Level
where it utilizes ProteinBERT embeddings and CNNs to capture global biochemical semantics and Residue
Level where it extracts physicochemical descriptors from the AAindex database, using matrix decomposition and
Multi-Layer Perceptrons (MLPs) to learn binding-site relationships. While MVSF-AB [460] represents a significant
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step forward in feature fusion, it relies on static residue-level descriptors and simple MLP architectures for local patterns.

Hybrid embedding strategies have emerged that combine general-purpose models like ESM-2 [10] with antibody-
specific models like AntiBERTY given ESM-2 + AntiBERTy (Ranking) [47] . When deployed in a ranking setup, these
dual-embedding models capture both global protein language patterns and specific paratope-epitope dependencies,
outperforming traditional single-model baselines in prioritizing high-affinity binders [48]].

MINT (Multimeric Interaction Transformer) [49]] represents a new generation of PLMs specifically designed to model
sets of interacting protein sequences. Unlike traditional PLMs that process sequences in isolation, MINT treats antibody
and antigen as an interdependent pair. It has demonstrated state-of-the-art performance in zero-shot binding affinity
ranking and mutational impact assessment across diverse PPI benchmarks [49].

To bridge the gap between biophysical rigor and sequence scalability, recent frameworks have adopted a hybrid
approach. A prominent example is WALLE-Affinity [50], a Graph Neural Network (GNN) that integrates structural
graph representations of antibody-antigen complexes with pre-trained protein language model (PLM) embeddings [S0].
WALLE-Affinity (Regression) initially formulated to estimate real-valued binding scores, this model leverages GNNs
to "absorb" structural inaccuracies and flexible domain dynamics while using PLM embeddings for biochemical context
[51]. WALLE-Affinity (Ranking), more recently, the model has been reframed as a pairwise ranking framework within
the AbRank benchmark. This version learns relative binding preferences rather than absolute values, significantly
improving robustness to experimental noise and heterogeneous assay conditions [50].

The framework proposed in this research, DuaDeep-SeqAffinity, advances antibody-antigen affinity prediction by
overcoming the limitations of current state-of-the-art models. While hybrid models like WALLE-Affinity rely on
scarce 3D structural templates, and sequence-only models like MINT use standard Transformers that flatten feature
representation, DuaDeep employs a novel dual-stream hybrid architecture. By running Transformer encoders and 1D
CNNss in parallel, the framework explicitly separates the extraction of long-range global context from fine-grained
local motifs. These multiscale features are then integrated through a specialized fusion module, providing a scalable,
sequence-only solution that captures complex binding signatures without requiring structural data.

3 Methodology

Our proposed framework, named DuaDeep-SeqAffinity, is designed to predict antigen-antibody affinity scores directly
from their raw amino acid sequences, circumventing the need for computationally expensive structural docking. This
framework, conceptually illustrated in Figure 2] is structured as a sophisticated end-to-end deep learning pipeline. It
comprises three main, interdependent stages:

* (1) Sequence Embedding using the powerful pre-trained ESM-2 protein language model,

* (2) Dual-Stream feature extraction network combining Transformers and Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNis) to capture both global and local interaction patterns for antibodies and antigens sequences separately

* (3) Interaction prediction head for affinity scoring.

The subsequent sections detail the architecture and function of each stage.

3.1 ESM-2 Based Sequence Embedding Module

The initial and fundamental step involves transforming raw amino acid sequences into high-dimensional, context-rich
numerical representations. We leverage the ESM-2 (Evolutionary Scale Modeling 2) protein language model for this
purpose. ESM-2, a Transformer-based model pre-trained on billions of protein sequences, has learned an implicit
understanding of protein structure, function, and evolutionary relationships directly from sequence data.

Let the input antigen sequence be S4 = (a1, as,...,ar) and the antibody sequence be Sg = (b1, ba, ..., bys), where
L and M are their respective lengths.

1. Tokenization: Each amino acid in S'4 and Sp is treated as a token.
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Figure 2: Dual-Stream Deep Learning Framework (DuaDeep: ESM-2 + Transformer + CNN) for Sequence-Only
Antigen-Antibody Affinity Prediction

2. Embedding: Each tokenized sequence is fed independently into a pre-trained ESM-2 model. ESM-2 processes
these sequences and outputs a contextualized embedding vector for each amino acid residue.

* For the antigen: E4 = (€41, €a2,- - -, €ar), Where e,; € RPE is the embedding for the ¢-th amino acid a
of the antigen.

* For the antibody: Eg = (ep1, €p2, - - -, €prr), Where ep; € RP= is the embedding for the j-th amino acid
b of the antibody.

Here, Dp is the dimensionality of the ESM-2 embeddings (Dr = 1280 for esm2_t33_650M_UR50D). These
embeddings are crucial as they capture complex biophysical and functional information implicitly encoded in
the protein sequences, acting as a rich numerical language for proteins.

3.2 Dual-Stream Feature Extraction Network: Transformer + CNN

This module is designed to extract complementary features from the ESM-2 embeddings of both the antigen and
antibody, operating in :

* two parallel "streams": one stream for the antigen and another stream for the antibody, and

* two parallel "branches" : Transformer and CNN within each stream.

Let Ex denote the ESM-2 embeddings for a generic protein sequence, with Ex € RExX*P2 where Ly is the length
of sequence X and D is the embedding dimensionality.

3.2.1 Transformer Branch

Each stream (antigen and antibody) feeds its ESM-2 embeddings into a dedicated Transformer encoder. Transformers
are highly effective at capturing long-range dependencies and global contextual relationships within sequences, crucial
for understanding how distant residues contribute to the overall protein conformation and potential binding sites.

The core of a Transformer encoder layer involves:

1. Multi-Head Self-Attention (MHSA): For an input sequence of embeddings Ex € REX*PE we linearly
project E'x into Query (@), Key (K), and Value (V') matrices for each of H attention heads: ), = Ex Wéh),
Ky = EXW(h), Vi, = EXW‘(,h) where W(h), Wf((h) € RPExDr gpd W‘(/h) € RP=xDv are learnable weight
matrices for head h, with Dy, = D, = Dg/H.

The scaled dot-product attention for each head is calculated as:

Attention(Qp,, Kp,, V3, ) = softmax Qnky Vi
hy Ky Vi /D, ) "
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The outputs from all heads are then concatenated and linearly transformed:
MHSA(Ex) = Concat(head;, ..., heady)Wo
where head;, = Attention(Qy,, K5, V3,) and W € RPExPE,

2. Add and Normalize: The MHSA output is then added to the input and normalized (Layer Normalization):
Xnvusa = LayerNorm(Ex + MHSA(Ex))

3. Position-wise Feed-Forward Network (FFN): A two-layer fully connected network applied independently to
each position in the sequence:
FFN(z) = Wo.ReLU(W7.x + by) + b
where W, € RPexDrr b € RPsr W, € RPs1*xPe_p, ¢ RPE and Dy is the hidden dimension of the
FFN (typically 4Dg).

4. Add and Normalize (again):
Xout = LayerNorm(X prgsa + FEN(Xprps4))

Multiple such encoder layers are stacked.

5. Transformer Outputs:

+ Antigen Transformer Output: 7, € RIxPe
+ Antibody Transformer Output: 75 € RM*P=

3.2.2 CNN Branch

Parallel to the Transformer branch, each stream employs a 1D Convolutional Neural Network. CNNs are adept
at identifying local sequence motifs and patterns, which are indicative of specific structural elements or binding hotspots.

For an input sequence of embeddings Ex € Rix*Pe:

1. 1D Convolutional Layers: A convolutional layer applies a filter (kernel) of a specific size across the sequence.
Two sequential convolutional layers are applied:

Fw—1Dg—1
Ok =RELU( Y Y Wisa-Ex[j+i,d+ By)
1=0 d=0

Where Wy, ; 4 are the learnable filter weights, Fyy is the filter width (kernel size), By, is the bias term, and
Oy,,; is the output activation for filter £ at position j.

The architecture consists of:

* First convolutional layer: 256 filters, kernel size 3, ReLU activation
» Second convolutional layer: 128 filters, kernel size 5, ReLU activation

2. Adaptive Average Pooling: After convolution, pooling layers are applied to downsample the feature maps and
extract the most salient local features into a fixed-size vector. Py, = average, (O, ;) (Global Average Pooling)

3. CNN Outputs:

+ Antigen CNN Output: C4 € RPN~ (a single vector)
+ Antibody CNN Output: Cz € RPN~ (a single vector)

Where, Doy ny = 128 (number of filters in the final convolutional layer)
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3.3 Feature Fusion
The outputs from the Transformer and CNN branches for each protein must be combined effectively.
1. Transformer Output Condensation: Since T4 and Tz are sequences of embeddings, we first condense them
into fixed-size vectors. A Global Average Pooling layer is suitable for this, providing an average representation

of all contextualized residue embeddings.

T4 = GlobalAveragePooling(T,) € RP?

Ty = GlobalAveragePooling(Tz) € RP?

2. Intra-Protein Feature Concatenation: The condensed Transformer output is concatenated with the CNN
output for each respective protein.

Fy = [TA;CA] S RPE+DoNN

Fp = [TB; CB} € RPe+Dony

3. Inter-Protein Feature Concatenation: Finally, to capture the potential interactions between the antigen and
antibody, their fused feature vectors are concatenated.

Fap = [Fa; Fp] € R(PrtDony)

This vector F)4 g serves as the comprehensive input to the final prediction head.

3.4 Interaction Prediction Head

This module is responsible for regressing the final docking score from the rich, fused feature vector F'4 5. It consists of
a series of fully connected (dense) layers. A dense layer performs a linear transformation followed by an element-wise
non-linear activation function. For an input vector of features z € R to a dense layer with K output neurons:

y=g(zW +b)

where W € RY*K jg the weight matrix, b € RX is the bias vector, and g(-) is the activation function (ReLU for hidden
layers).

1. Stacked Dense Layers: A typical setup would involve several dense layers with decreasing neuron counts.

2. Output Layer: The final layer will have a single neuron with a linear activation function to output the
continuous docking score.

S = (qu;stWout) + bout
where yq5; € RPnidden W, € RPhiaden b c Rand S € R (scalar) is the predicted docking score.

The model is trained using a regression loss function, Mean Squared Error (MSE), to minimize the difference between
the predicted score S and the true experimental docking score S,y

Nsamples
~ 1 ~
L= MSE(S, Strue) = N ; § (Sz - Strue,z')z
samples i—1

3.5 Modeling Variations:

To validate the idea of Dual-Stream architecture, we propose training and evaluating two distinct model variations.
These models are built upon the foundational ESM-2 embedding and share the same final prediction head, differing
only in their core feature extraction networks. This comparative analysis will isolate the contribution of global context
(Transformer) versus local motifs (CNN) in predicting antigen-antibody affinity.
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3.5.1 Model ESM + Transformer (ESM-T)

The ESM-Tmodel is designed to capture long-range contextual dependencies within each protein sequence using the
powerful attention mechanism. This model exclusively leverages the global sequence representation derived from
ESM-2 and refined by the Transformer. The ESM-T is represented in Figure [3|and is performing as follow :
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» Raw amino acid sequences of the Antigen (X 4) and Antibody (X ) are passed through the pre-trained ESM-2
model to generate contextualized sequence embeddings (£ 4 and E'p)

* F4 and Ep are fed into separate, stacked Transformer Encoder blocks (identical structures). These blocks
use Multi-Head Self-Attention (MHSA) and Position-wise Feed-Forward Networks (FFN) to capture global
relationships between residues.

T = Transformer(F 4), 715 = Transformer(Ep)

* The two condensed feature vectors (T4, T5) are concatenated, Fap = [T4; Ts], and regressed to the final
affinity score (5) via the Interaction Prediction Head (MLP).

3.5.2 Model ESM + CNN (ESM-C)

The ESM-C model focuses exclusively on identifying local sequence motifs and binding hotspots by utilizing Convo-
lutional Neural Networks (CNNs) to process the ESM-2 embeddings. The ESM-T is represented in Figure ] and is
performing as follow :

* Generates the contextualized sequence embeddings (£ 4 and E'g) with ESM-2.

* F4 and E'p are fed into separate, stacked 1D CNN branches (identical structure). The 1D convolutional layers
use filters to slide across the sequence, identifying local patterns across the D embedding channels.

Caseq = CNN(E,), Cpgeq=CNN(Ep)

* The two condensed CNN feature vectors (C4,Cp) are concatenated, Fup = [C4; Cp], and passed to the
Interaction Prediction Head (MLP).

4 Results and Discussion

4.1 Dataset

The experiments were conducted on the publicly available AbRank dataset [52], which provides experimentally
validated antigen—antibody pairs along with their corresponding binding affinities (expressed as K; values in nM).
Each record includes the amino-acid sequences of the antigen and the antibody heavy and light chains, enabling
sequence-level modeling of antigen—antibody interactions.

- Preprocessing:

Raw sequences were cleaned to retain only standard amino-acid characters (A-Y). Nonstandard or missing residues
were replaced with the placeholder token “X”. Entries with missing or invalid affinity values were removed, and affinity
values were filtered to retain samples within a biologically meaningful range (10~3 < K4 < 10° nM). The cleaned K4
values were converted into negative logarithmic form as:

pKq=9—logyo(Kq)
which produces a scale positively correlated with binding strength. To stabilize training, pK 4 values were standardized

using a z-score (StandardScaler) normalization.

Data splitting: The dataset was randomly divided into 80% training, 10% validation, and 10% testing subsets This
split maintains non-overlapping antigen and antibody sequences between sets to fairly evaluate generalization on unseen
pairs.

Tokenization: Sequences were tokenized using the ESM-2 (facebook/esm2_t12_35M_URS50D) tokenizer with a
maximum input length of 512 residues. Each sequence (antigen, heavy chain, and light chain) was independently
embedded using frozen ESM-2 representations before being passed to the dual-stream model.

Overall, this preprocessing pipeline ensures consistent and biologically sound input representations while aligning with
the AbRank data preparation protocols, allowing for a fair comparison with existing models such as WALLE-Affinity.

10
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Architecture RMSE MAE R? Pearson Spearman
ESM-C: ESM + CNN 0.7733  0.5722  0.397 0.636 0.614
ESM-T: ESM + Transformer 0.7985 0.5822 0.357 0.625 0.603
DuaDeep: ESM + Transformer + CNN  0.7373  0.5116 0.460 0.688 0.680

Table 1: Performance comparison of different model architectures for affinity score prediction. The table reports
regression metrics (RMSE, MAE, and R?) and correlation coefficients (Pearson and Spearman) for the ESM-C, ESM-T,
and the best dual-stream DuaDeep models.

4.2 Model Performance

To assess the predictive power of the proposed DuaDeep-SeqAffinity framework, we evaluated three architectural
variants built upon ESM-2 sequence embeddings:

* (1) DuaDeep : ESM + Transformer + CNN
¢ (2) ESM-T: ESM + Transformer
* (3) ESM-C: ESM + CNN

All models were trained under identical settings for a fair comparison.

As summarized in Table [I] the proposed Dual-Stream hybrid architecture (ESM + Transformer + CNN) achieved
the best overall performance, with an RMSE of 0.7373, MAE of 0.5116, and the highest coefficient of determination
R? = 0.460. The model also reached the highest correlation scores (Pearson = 0.688, Spearman = 0.680). Compared
to the to the uni-stream CNN-only (ESM-C) and Transformer-only (ESM-T) baselines, the hybrid model reduces
RMSE by more than 4.6. The consistent increase in correlation metrics further suggests that the dual-stream network
captures meaningful physicochemical dependencies that govern antigen—antibody interactions. The obtained results
demonstrating that the synergistic integration of global contextual embeddings and local motif extraction captures
complex binding signatures more effectively than either architectural component in isolation. These experimentations
confirm that integrating both global and local feature extractors provides complementary advantages. Their joint fusion
enables the model to represent both structural context and motif-level specificity more effectively than single-stream
architectures.

The evolution of training and validation RMSE across epochs for the three architectures is depicted in Figures
All models exhibit stable convergence, but the rate and final plateau differ notably between variants. The ESM +
CNN baseline (Figure [5) shows a gradual decrease in RMSE with a persistent gap between training and validation
curves, indicating limited generalization due to its focus on local features only. The ESM + Transformer model
(Figure[6) achieves faster early convergence and a reduced gap, confirming the benefit of global contextual modeling
through self-attention mechanisms. Finally, the ESM + Transformer + CNN (Dual-Stream) architecture (Figure [7)),
demonstrates the most consistent convergence and lowest validation RMSE, reaching 0.7338 at Epoch 6. This smooth
and overlapping behavior observed in these initial epochs suggests efficient learning dynamics and strong regularization,
supporting the hybrid model’s superior generalization observed in Table[T}

To further evaluate the quality of the learned representations, Figure [§| presents a side-by-side comparison of the best
validation metrics achieved by each architecture. Consistent with the RMSE trends, the ESM + Transformer + CNN
(Dual-Stream) model demonstrates superior predictive capability across all metrics. Specifically, the hybrid architecture
achieves an R? score of 0.454 and a Pearson correlation of 0.681, significantly surpassing the baselines. Interestingly,
the CNN baseline (max R? ~ 0.39, Pearson ~ 0.64) performs slightly better than the Transformer on these regression
metrics, suggesting that local structural features are particularly informative for this specific task. Ultimately, the
dual-stream approach yields the highest scores across all categories (including a Spearman correlation of 0.672 ),
confirming that combining local feature extraction with global contextual modeling results in the most robust and
generalized predictor.
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Figure 5: Training and validation learning curves for the ESM-C: ESM + CNN architecture for Affinity prediction.
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Figure 6: Training and validation learning curves for the ESM-T: ESM + Transformer architecture for Affinity
prediction.
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Figure 7: Training and validation learning curves for the DuaDeep: ESM + Transformer + CNN architecture for
Affinity prediction.

4.3 State of the Art Comparison :

To position DuaDeep-SeqAffinity within the broader landscape of antibody—antigen affinity prediction, we compared
its performance against several recent state-of-the-art models, including both structure-aware and sequence-only
frameworks. The reference benchmarks were drawn from the AbRank (WALLE-Affinity) study [50], the DG-Affinity
model [54]], and the MVSF-AB model [53]. Tables 2] and [3] summarize these models, their architectural categories, and
report key performance metrics.
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Figure 8: Comparative validation performance of Uni-Stream ESM-T (Transformer), ESM-C (CNN) models and
Dual-Stream proposed architectures DuaDeep (CNN + Transformer) across primary evaluation metrics (R?, Pearson
correlation, and Spearman correlation).

Model Architecture / Input Type Pearson  R? RMSE
DG-Affinity (independent test) [44] Sequence-only (ConvNeXt) 0.6556 - -
MVSF-AB (expanded benchmark) Sequence-only (multi-view CNN + MLP) - 0.467 1.447
ESM-C (ESM + CNN) Sequence-only (our) 0.636 0.397  0.773
ESM-T (ESM + Transformer) Sequence-only (our) 0.625 0.357  0.798
DuaDeep (ESM + Transformer + CNN) Sequence-only (our) 0.688 0.460 0.737

Table 2: Performance comparison of our proposed models against state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods for antigen-antibody
affinity prediction. Performance is evaluated using Pearson correlation, the coefficient of determination (R2), and Root
Mean Square Error (RMSE) reported as stated in their respective publications, across various architectures and input
types. Our best proposed DuaDeep-SeqAffinity architecture achieves a superior values for all metrics, outperforming
current SOTA.

Model Architecture / Input Type AUC
WALLE-Affinity (Ranking) [30] Structure + sequence 0.866
WALLE-Affinity (Regression) [50] Structure + sequence 0.833
ESM-2 + AntiBERTYy (ranking) [53]] Sequence-only 0.761
Mint (ranking) [49]] Sequence-only 0.775
ESM-C (ESM + CNN) Sequence-only (our) 0.854
ESM-T (ESM + Transformer) Sequence-only (our) 0.852

DuaDeep (ESM + Transformer + CNN) Sequence-only (our) 0.890

Table 3: Performance comparison of proposed models against state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods for antigen-antibody
interaction prediction. The evaluation highlights the Area Under the Curve (AUC), reported as stated in their respective
publications, across various architectures and input types. All our models ESM-T, ESM-C and our best proposed
DuaDeep-SeqAffinity architecture achieve a superior AUC, outperforming current SOTA.

As demonstrated in Table[2] our model achieves superior predictive regression accuracy, reaching a Pearson correlation
of 0.688, which significantly outperforms the previous sequence-based SOTA, DG-Affinity (0.6556). Furthermore,
while MVSF-AB demonstrates a comparable R? of 0.467, it suffers from a drastically higher error rate (RMSE =
1.447), whereas DuaDeep maintains a much more precise RMSE of 0.737.

Table [3]shows that DuaDeep-SeqAffinity establishes a new performance ceiling with an AUC of 0.890. Most notably,
this sequence-only approach surpasses WALLE-Affinity (Ranking), which utilizes explicit 3D structural information
(AUC = 0.866). This performance gap is particularly significant: it proves that the high-capacity embeddings from
ESM-2, when processed through our dual-stream architecture, can extract interaction signatures that are more
informative than those derived from potentially noisy or rigid structural templates. Despite differing metrics and
evaluation protocols, these results collectively illustrate that sequence-only models are rapidly approaching, and in
some cases exceeding, the performance of hybrid sequence—structure frameworks.
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Overall, these findings validate the benefit of multi-branch feature extraction for sequence-based affinity prediction. By
outperforming ranking models like Mint (AUC = 0.775) and ESM-2 + AntiBERTy (AUC = (0.761) by a wide margin
(Table [3), DuaDeep-SeqAffinity demonstrates that sophisticated architectural fusion is as critical as the choice of
pre-trained embeddings. By eliminating the reliance on 3D structural data without sacrificing precision, this framework
provides a highly scalable solution for the high-throughput screening of vast antibody libraries, effectively bypassing
the most significant bottleneck in the therapeutic discovery pipeline.

5 Conclusion

This research introduced DuaDeep-SeqAffinity, a sophisticated dual-stream deep learning framework designed to
predict antigen—antibody binding affinity directly from primary amino acid sequences. By leveraging high-capacity
ESM-2 embeddings within a hybrid architecture of Transformer encoders and 1D Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs), the model effectively bridges the gap between sequence scalability and structural precision. Our architectural
design enables the simultaneous capture of long-range global contextual dependencies and fine-grained local interaction
motifs, features previously thought to require explicit 3D structural modeling.

Experimental evaluations demonstrate that the synergistic integration of these streams achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance, yielding an RMSE of 0.7373, an R? of 0.460, and a superior AUC of 0.890. Notably, DuaDeep-SeqAffinity
surpasses current sequence-based benchmarks and, crucially, outperforms the structure-aware WALLE-Affinity
framework (AUC = 0.866). These results provide compelling evidence that robust pre-trained embeddings, when paired
with multiscale feature extraction, can decode the complex physicochemical signatures of binding interfaces without
the computational burden of 3D template generation.

DuaDeep-SeqAffinity offers a fast, scalable, and structure-independent solution that is uniquely suited for the high-
throughput demands of modern antibody discovery and rational vaccine design. By circumventing the "structural
bottleneck," this framework significantly reduces the pre-clinical computational overhead while maintaining high
predictive fidelity. Future research will explore the integration of cross-attention mechanisms and ranking-based loss
functions to further refine interaction modeling. Additionally, the development of interpretable residue-level interaction
maps will be prioritized to enhance model explainability, ultimately providing researchers with actionable insights into
the molecular basis of immune recognition.

Data availability statements

The complete dataset used in this study is publicly available at
https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/aurlienplissier/abrank.
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