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Abstract

Recent technology breakthroughs in spatial molecular profiling (SMP), such as

spatial transcriptomics sequencing, have enabled the comprehensive molecular char-

acterization of single cells while preserving spatial and morphological information.

One immediate question is how to identify spatially variable (SV) genes. Most of

the current work builds upon the geostatistical model with Gaussian process that

relies on the selection of ad hoc kernels to account for spatial expression patterns. To

overcome this potential challenge and capture more spatial patterns, we introduced

a Bayesian modeling framework to identify SV genes. Our model first dichotomized

the complex sequencing count data into latent binary gene expression levels. Then,

binary pattern quantification problem is considered as a spatial correlation estima-

tion problem via a modified Ising model using Hamiltonian energy to characterize

spatial patterns. We used auxiliary variable Markov chain Monte Carlo algorithms

to sample from the posterior distribution with an intractable normalizing constant.

Simulation results showed high accuracy in detecting SV genes compared with kernel-

based alternatives. We also applied our model to two real datasets and discovered

novel spatial patterns that shed light on the biological mechanisms. This statistical

methodology presents a new perspective for characterizing spatial patterns from SMP

data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The development of molecular profiling techniques has achieved significant breakthroughs

in recent years. Molecular profiling approaches are no longer limited in exploring the struc-

ture and conformation of DNA or RNA in cells via tissue-dissociation (Femino et al., 1998),

but are able to measure genomes or transcriptomic information in cells and tissues while

recording their spatial information (Zhang et al., 2020). These spatial molecular profiling

(SMP) techniques help to advance our understanding of gene expression and cell function,

and their relationship with diseases (Shah et al., 2018). There are two major approaches

for SMP techniques: sequencing-based and imaging-based (Zhang et al., 2020). Most of the

imaging-based techniques, including seqFISH (Lubeck et al., 2014) and MERFISH (Chen

et al., 2015), have been developed based on single-molecule fluorescence in situ hybridization

(smFISH). Imaging-based SMP techniques can measure hundreds of genes on thousands of

spots with subcellular spatial resolution and sample spots are randomly scattered on the

two dimensional plane. Sequencing-based SMP methods capture RNA molecules by spatial

barcode probes and then synthesize and sequence complementary DNA molecules (Zhang

et al., 2020). Spatial transcriptomics technology (St̊ahl et al., 2016) and high-definition

spatial transcriptomics (HDST) (Vickovic et al., 2019) are all recently developed typical

sequencing-based SMP approaches. Unlike imaging-based methods, sequencing-based tech-

niques can measure over ten thousands of genes on single cells or on spatial locations con-

sisting of several hundred single cells. Those sampled single cells or spatial locations are

approximately located on a two dimensional grid regularly. SMP technology makes it pos-
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sible to analyze the spatial distribution of gene expression, which contributes greatly to

studies on gene function and various biological activities (Crosetto et al., 2015).

With the development of SMP techniques, a series of questions worth studying have

emerged. One of the most important ones is to identify genes that display spatial expression

patterns, which are referred as spatially variable (SV) genes. The study of gene expression

spatial heterogeneity could reveal great insights into many aspects, such as embryo devel-

opment, the cooperation of cellular processes for higher-order biological functions,and the

clinical impact of intra-tumor heterogeneity (Bedard et al., 2013; de Bruin et al., 2014).

To comprehensively study the diversity of spatial distributions of gene expression, efficient

statistical models are urgently needed. There are several existing methods for gene spatial

expression analysis: Trendsceek (Edsgärd et al., 2018), SpatialDE (Svensson et al., 2018),

SPARK (Sun et al., 2020) and BinSpect (Dries, Zhu, Dong, Eng, Li, Liu, Fu, Zhao, Sarkar,

Bao, et al., Dries et al.). Trendsceek is based on marked point processes, which has expen-

sive computational cost and unsatisfying performance for SV gene identification (Sun et al.,

2020). SpatialDE and SPARK build upon the geostatistical model with Gaussian process,

which rely on the selection of pre-defined kernels to account for spatial expression patterns.

These two methods are computationally efficient. However, these ad hoc kernel functions

used for modeling spatial correlation have only specific types, which are not adequate to

represent all potential spatial patterns of gene expression. Binspect binarizes normalized

gene expression values and summarizes the expressions between neighboring locations via a

contingency table, which can be interpreted simply and has extremely low computational

cost. However, BinSpect is not a model-based method, indicating that it does not have the
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ability to quantify the gene expression spatial dependency. Moreover, the step for creating

binary expressions is very sensitive to zero counts and extreme values. If the binarization

step is based on setting cutoff on rank, it is also sensitive to the choices of thresholds.

For spatial transcriptomics data, one characteristic is that sample points are approxi-

mately located on a two dimensional lattice, which is defined not as a continuous space

but a grid. None of the existing approaches take advantage of the discrete space of sample

points. In this paper, we proposed a Bayesian model specifically for spatial transcriptomics

data, refered as Bayesian mOdeling Of Spatial Transcriptomics data via a modified Ising

model (BOOST-Ising). It is a novel Bayesian framework measuring the spatial correlation

through potential energy function in the Ising model, which is widely applied on modeling

lattice statistics. It consists of three major steps: (1) normalization of the raw gene expres-

sion count data; (2) dichotomizing relative expression levels through clustering methods;

(3) estimation of spatial correlation via the Ising model with external fields. An auxiliary

variable Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) algorithm is utilized to fit the modified Ising

model. One novelty of our method is to model spatial correlation via the Ising model with

external fields, which avoids defining specific spatial dependency in advance and results in a

more comprehensive SV gene detection. Our method discretizes the normalized count data

so that the modeling becomes more robust since the influence of extreme values is elimini-

ated in the clustering step. Unlike BinSpect, outliers and zero counts are considered and

excluded in the clustering step. Besides, BOOST-Ising applied a Bayesian framework for

SV gene identification to improve quantifying uncertainties and combine prior knowledge

into the model. We verified the advantages of BOOST-Ising on simulated data with various
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the BOOST-Ising method: θ is the interaction parameter between low-

expression and high-expression states in the modified Ising model.

spatial patterns and different zero-inflation setting in the simulation study. Two real spatial

transcriptomics datasets were analysed through our method. For both simulation result and

real data analysis result, BOOST-Ising exhibited an outstanding performance compared to

other existing methods.

The remainder of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we introduces the

BOOST-Ising method including data normalization, data dichotomization and spatial cor-

relation estimation. Section 3 shows the performance of the proposed approach on simulated

data. In Section 4, we display the result of BOOST-Ising on two real datasets. Section 5

concludes the article and discusses future research directions.

II. METHODS

In this section, we introduced the method of BOOST-Ising to identify SV genes. A

method schematic of BOOST-Ising is shown in Figure 1.

Denote Y as the n × p gene expression count matrix generated by SMP technologies.

Each entry in matrix yij ∈ N (i = 1, 2, . . . , n; j = 1, 2, . . . , p) is the gene expression count
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at sample (i.e., location) i for gene j. In total there are p genes and n sample points. Let

an n × 2 matrix T denote the location matrix, where each row ti is the sample spatial

coordinates (i.e. location information) for sample i (i = 1, 2, . . . , n). Since we studied

the spatial transcriptomics datasets obtained by sequencing-based SMP techniques, these

sample points are approximately located on integer points on a two-dimensional plane. After

rounding the spatial coordinates into integers, we had the location matrix T satisfing each

entry tij ∈ N. Denote an n × p matrix P as the latent indicator matrix. Each entry in

matrix pij ∈ {0, 1} (i = 1, 2, . . . , n; j = 1, 2, . . . , p) is the gene expression state indicator

at sample (i.e. location) i for gene j. To be specific, pij = 0 indicates the target gene j is

low-expressed at location i and pij = 1 indicates it is high-expressed.

A. Normalizing sequencing count data

For the purpose of identifying genes with spatial expression patterns, it is necessary to

eliminate the influence of cell size. For instance, if the distribution of relative cell sizes show

spatial dependencies, it is hard to distinguish whether the spatial pattern displayed by raw

gene expression counts is from cell sizes or gene expression spatial dependencies. Therefore,

although there are many instances where variation in cell size itself is of biological interest,

we study the regulation of gene expression independent of cell size. We denote si as the

size factor of sample i, reflecting many nuisance effects including cell size. In our model, we

followed a recent spatial transcriptomics study (Sun et al., 2020) directly setting si = Yi·,

which is the summation of the total number of counts across all genes for sample i. Then,

the normalized gene expression count ỹij = yij/si. If the main interest is in the absolute gene
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expression level, si’s can be set to 1. There are a number of other widely used normalization

methods by estimating the cell size factor si, such as upper-quartiles (Q75) (Bullard et al.,

2010), relative log expression (RLE) (Anders and Huber, 2010), trimmed mean method

(TMM) (Robinson and Oshlack, 2010), and so on. Besides, variance stabilizing transforma-

tions, such as naive transformation, Anscombe’s transformation, followed by regressing out

the log scale of total counts, are also commonly applied normalization methods for SMP

data. Supplementary Notes lists commonly applied normalization methods for sequencing

count data. We conducted a sensitivity analysis for normalization methods, and found that

the SV gene identification is robust to the different definition of size factor si. For details,

see the Supplementary notes.

B. Dichotomizing relative expression levels

After data normalization, we aimed to dichotomize the complex sequencing count data

ỹ·j into latent binary gene expression levels for each gene. The reasons for discretizing

normalized count data are: (1) to reduce the influence of outliers, resulting in a more

robust inference; (2) to process the data into the form that can be fitted by the Ising

model. We applied one-dimensional clustering to transform normalized count data into

binary expression level indicators for each gene. Here we provided two choices of clustering

methods: K-means and Gaussian Mixture Clustering. Unlike BinSpect, when implementing

clustering algorithms, we excluded the right tail outliers and zeros in order to obtain a more

robust clustering result. To be specific, for each gene, if the normalized count ỹij is larger

than medianj + 3IQRj (medianj and IQRj are the median and interquartile range of vector
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ỹ·j), then we automatically classify this normalized count into high-expression level, while

zero counts are directly assigned into low-expression level. Clustering algorithms are only

applied to remaining normalized counts for each gene. We conducted a sensitivity analysis

for clustering methods, and the results show that the performance of identifying SV genes

is robust to the choice of clustering methods. For details, see the Supplementary notes.

1. Distance-based choice

K-means (MacQueen et al., 1967) is one of the most commonly used distance-based

clustering algorithm. The basic idea of the K-means is to cluster each observation in the

cluster with the nearest cluster centroid typically based on Euclidean distance. The main

steps of K-means clustering algorithm are firstly to pre-divide the data into k groups, then

randomly select k objects as the initial cluster centers. For iteration, calculate the distance

between each object and each seed cluster center, and assign each object to the closest

distance to it. Each time a sample is allocated, the cluster center of the cluster will be

recalculated based on the existing objects in the cluster. This process will continue to

repeat until a certain termination condition is met, which can be that no (or less than a

minimum number) of objects are reassigned to different clusters. In our study, we applied

K-means clustering algorithms for normalized counts for each gene to obtain two clusters.

Then binary indicator p·j can be defined as pij = 0 if ỹij belongs to the cluster with lower

cluster center, and pij = 1 if ỹij belongs to the other cluster.
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2. Model-based choice

A Gaussian mixture clustering (GMC) (Banfield and Raftery, 1993) is a probabilistic

model that assumes all the data points are generated from a mixture of a finite number of

Gaussian distributions with unknown parameters. Under the gene expression scenario, we

assumed that the normalized count was from a mixture of two one-dimensional Gaussian

distributions.

p(ỹij) = π0p(ỹij|pij = 0) + (1− π0)p(ỹij|pij = 1)

= π0N (ỹij;µ0j, σ
2
0j) + (1− π0)N (ỹij;µ1j, σ

2
1j)

pij was the latent binary indicator for the component that ỹij belonged to. We implemented

the expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm to fit GMC using R package ’mclust’ (Scrucca

et al., 2016) for each gene and the estimated pij’s were directly the binary expression level

indicators we wanted. Note that if the estimated µ0j is larger than µ1j, we need to switch

pij to 1 − pij so that indicators are consistent with the definition that pij = 0 means ỹij

belongs to low-expression level.

C. Identifying SV genes via a modified Ising model

1. A brief review of the Ising model

In statistical mechanics, the Ising model, a special case of the Potts model (Wu, 1982), is a

model of interacting spins on a crystalline lattice (Cipra, 1987). In statistics, we consider the

Ising model as an undirected graph such that each vertex is geometrically regular assigned
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on a lattice and each edge is of the same length. Each vertex has one of two states. In the

context of spatial transcriptomics, vertices refer to array spots on a square lattice system,

where each spot at location ti = (ti1, ti2) has up to four neighbors at locations (ti1 + 1, ti2),

(ti1−1, ti2), (ti1, ti2+1), and (ti1, ti2−1) if applicable. For a gene of interest, each spot will be

assigned with a binary state pi, representing the expression level at location ti. Hamiltonian,

the energy measurement of all spins, for classic Ising model is:

H(p|θ) = −
∑
i∼i′

θI0(pi 6= pi′),

where i ∼ i′ denotes the collection of all neighboring spot pairs, I0 is the indicator function

and θ is the interaction parameter between two states. In this energy measurement, only

those edges between spins that have different states are counted. According to the funda-

mental Hammersley-Clifford theorem (Clifford, 1990), if we have a locally defined energy

such as Hamiltonian, then a probability measure with a Markov property exists:

Pr(p|θ) =
exp(−H(p|θ))∑
p′ exp(−H(p′|θ))

In this model, θ is the parameter quantifying the spatial correlation between adjacent points,

which is also called as the second-order intensity parameter. Suppose there are only two

adjacent points on the lattice, we can easily derive the conditional probability of one point

p1 given the state of the other point p2 = q as

Pr(p1 = q′|p2 = q, θ) =
exp(θ)

1 + exp(θ)
, q′ 6= q
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where q′ and q represent two states in the Ising model. Pr(p1 = q′|p2 = q, θ) > 0.5 if θ > 0

and the larger the value of θ is, the higher probability that two points have different states.

If θ = 0, Pr(p1 = q′|p2 = q, θ) = Pr(p1 = q′) = 0.5, indicating that there is no spatial

correlation between points. For negative θ, points with same states tend to gather, since

the conditional probability of p1 having the same state as p2, i.e., Pr(p1 = q|p2 = q, θ) is

greater than 0.5 if θ < 0. The probability that two points has same states increases with

the decrease of θ. The above instance illustrates that the spatial correlations among points

can be easily interpreted by the value of interaction parameter θ.

2. Modified Ising model with first-order intensity parameters

Under the gene expression level scenario, the proportion of two states are imbalanced,

indicating that the classic Ising model is no longer suitable. Therefore, we modified the

Ising model by adding a first-order intensity parameter ω = (ω0, ω1), which represents

the proportion of each state. In mechanics, ω corresponds to the presence of an external

magnetic field. After modification, the Hamiltonian energy measurement is

H(p|θ,ω) = −
∑
i

ωpi −
∑
i∼i′

θI0(pi 6= pi′),
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The modified Ising model probability mass function calculates the probability of observing

the lattice in a particular configuration p:

Pr(p|θ,ω) =
exp(−H(p|θ,ω))∑
p′ exp(−H(p′|θ,ω))

=
1

C(θ,ω)
exp(−H(p|θ,ω))

=
1

C(θ,ω)
exp(−(

∑
i

−ωpi −
∑
i∼i′

θI0(pi 6= pi′))),

(1)

where the denominator C(θ,ω) is the normalizing constant that needs to sum over the

entire space of p′, consisting of 2n configurations. The meaning of parameters θ and ω

can be interpreted through the probability measurement. Firstly, the probability expression

reduces to Pr(p = i) ∝ exp(ωi), i = 0, 1 if there is only one point on the lattice, which

implies the probability of observing a point with state i in this single-point system is equal

to πi = exp(wi)
exp(w0)+exp(w1)

. From the example, we can see that parameter ω describes the

proportion of different states. Parameter θ indicates the spatial correlations between states

in the Ising model, which is our primary interest. Same as in the classical Ising model, the

probability measurement reveals that the smaller the value of θ < 0, the more likely that

spot i’s state is concordant with the majority of its neighbors’ states, thereby exhibiting a

spatial expression pattern across all locations. If θ = 0, then each spot has an equivalent

probability of belonging to either state, resulting in complete spatial randomness. If θ > 0,

there exists attraction between two states. The right side of Figure 1 shows the relationship

between the interaction parameter θ and the spatial distribution of spins p. We defined

genes having negative interaction parameter θ as SV genes. However, if a gene has a positive
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interaction parameter, there is a special spatial dependency between high-expression level

and low-expression level, which is also referred to an SV gene and worth further exploration.

3. Model fitting via double Metropolis-Hastings algorithm

We applied MCMC algorithms to fit the modified Ising model. However, the standard

Metropolis-Hastings (MH) algorithm cannot be directly applied to simulate from a distri-

bution with intractable normalizing constant C(θ, ω). To address this issue, we used an

auxiliary variable MCMC algorithm, known as double Metropolis-Hastings (DMH) algo-

rithm (Liang, 2010; Liang et al., 2016), which is able to make the normalizing constant

ratio canceled by augmenting appropriate auxiliary variables through a short run of the MH

algorithm initialized with the original observation. The detailed introduction of MCMC

algorithms is in Supplementary Notes.

Our primary interest lied in the identification of SV genes via the interaction parameter

θ. Here we aimed to make inference for the hypothesis testingM0 : θ ≥ 0 versusM1 : θ < 0.

If there was strong evidence to reject the null hypotheses M0, we concluded that the gene

was an SV gene.

A comprehensive summary of θ is to select the SV gene based on the Bayes factor. We

calculated the Bayes factor measuring the favor of M1 as

BFj =
Pr(p·j|M1)

Pr(p·j|M0)
=

Pr(M1| p·j)
Pr(M0|p·j)

Pr(M0)

Pr(M1)
,
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where p·j is the binary indicator for gene j. From the prior distribution of θ, we have that

Pr(M0) = Pr(M1) = 0.5, so

BFj =
Pr(M1|p·j)
Pr(M0|p·j)

=

∑U
u=1 I(θ

(u)
j < 0)∑U

u=1 I(θ
(u)
j ≥ 0)

For inference, we can choose the threshold based on the scale for interpretation of Bayes

factor proposed by (Kass and Raftery, 1995).

To detect SV genes having spatial pattern with the positive interaction parameter, we

used the Bayes factor BFj measuring the favor ofM0 againstM1 and did inference via the

same thresholds.

III. SIMULATION STUDY

We performed a series of simulations to evaluate the performance of BOOST-Ising and

compared it with four existing methods: SPARK, SpatialDE, BinSpect-km and BinSpect-

rank. BinSpect-km applies k-means to binarize expression counts and BinSpect-rank is

based on setting cutoff on rank to obtain binary expressions. We generated the simulated

gene expression data based on the data generating process in Sun et al. 2020, Li et al.

2020 and Edsgärd et al. 2018. Five methods, i.e., BOOST-Ising and other four existing

methods, were evaluated for the ability to identify SV genes displaying five distinct spatial

patterns, including two artificially generated spatial patterns (Figure 2(a) and (b)), two

real spatial patterns in mouse olfactory bulb (MOB) and human breast cancer (BC) data

respectively (Figure 2(c) and (e)), and one special spatial pattern corresponding with positive

interaction parameter in the Ising model (Figure 2(d)). In the MOB and BC datasets,
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FIG. 2. Spatial patterns applied in the simulation study: (a) and (b) are artificially generated

patterns; (c) and (e) are binary patterns that were summarized based on SV genes detected by

SPARK in MOB data and BC data, respectively; (d) is the spatial pattern generated by the Ising

model with positive interaction parameter θ.

over 90% of genes have a proportion of zero expression counts greater than 10%. In the

BC dataset, especially, there are still 83.6% of genes with a proportion of zero expression

counts greater than 50% after excluding genes having proportion of zero counts greater than

80%. Therefore, we applied zero-inflation when generating simulated data in order to better

reflect the circumstance in real datasets. The detailed simulated spatial patterns and data

generating process is illustrated in the Supplementary Notes. We set three choices of zero-

inflated rate πi, 10%, 30% and 50%. To summarize, we had in total 15 scenarios, which

were the combinations of three zero-inflated choices and five potential spatial patterns. In

each scenario, 10 datasets were generated independently for the performance estimation.

We chose GMC as the clustering technique for dichotomizing relative gene expression

levels in BOOST-Ising. For prior specification in the MCMC algorithms of Ising model

fitting, we recommended the settings of hyperparameters as the standard deviation of prior

for interaction parameter σθ = 1/3 and for first-order intensity parameter σω = 2.5, which is

thoroughly discussed in the Supplementary notes. For the BOOST-Ising algorithm, we ran

four independent MCMC chains with 10,000 iterations in each chain, excluding the first half
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iterations as burn-in. Initial values of all parameters for each chain were randomly drawn

from their prior distribution. Results in the following analysis were obtained by pooling the

MCMC outputs from the four chains together. To check whether the obtained posterior

samples converge, we used the potential scale reduction factor (PSRF) to evaluate conver-

gence. PSRFs under all scenarios for all genes were less than 1.1, indicating the convergence

of MCMC algorithms in the simulation study. All experiments were implemented in R with

Rcpp package to accelerate computations.

We treated the detection of SV genes as a binary classification problem and evaluated

the performance of our method and the other two approaches through commonly applied

criteria for binary classifiers. In binary classification problems, the outcome of a classifier

can be summarized into four categories: true positive (TP), false positive (FP), false neg-

ative (FN) and true negative (TN). The first criterion we applied is the area under the

receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC). The ROC curve is based on a series

of different cut-off values or decision thresholds, with TP rate as the vertical coordinate and

FP rate as the x coordinate. The AUC is a relatively comprehensive performance measure

for binary classifier. AUC has range from 0 to 1 and higher score means better perfor-

mance. Another measure of performance applied is Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC)

(Matthews, 1975), which is widely used for evaluation of imbalanced classification outcomes.

MCC is defined as

MCC =
(TP× TN− FP× FN)√

(TP + FP)(TP + FN)(TN + FP)(TN + FN)
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FIG. 3. Boxplots of AUCs measuring the performance of identifing SV genes by BOOST-Ising,

SPARK, SpatialDE, BinSpect-km and BinSpect-rank under different scenarios

It combines together four types of outcomes, TP, FP, FN and TN and provides an informative

single score to qualify a binary classifier. MCC has range from -1 to 1, where a value of 1

means 100% accurate, and a value less than 0 means the classifier is even worse than totally

random classification.
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Figure 3 displays the boxplots of AUCs obtained by applying three approaches on 10

replicated datasets under different scenarios. Firstly, we can see that neither SPARK nor

SpatialDE had the ability to detect SV genes with the MOB II pattern, which was the pattern

generated from the Ising model with positive interaction parameter. It is not surprising

since the MOB II pattern is not included by the pre-defined kernel functions in SPARK and

SpatialDE. However, BOOST-Ising showed satisfactory results on detecting MOB II pattern

under all three zero-inflation settings. BinSpect-rank could detect SV genes with the MOB

II pattern, but the performance was not so good as BOOST-Ising. In terms of low zero-

inflation setting, SPARK and BOOST-Ising had similar performance on detecting SV genes

with linear and BC pattern, and BOOST-Ising had obvious superiority when identifying

SV genes with spot and MOB I pattern. BinSpect-rank and BOOST-Ising were similar

for binary patterns, while BinSpect-rank had poor performance on continuous patterns, i.e.,

linear and spot patterns. SpatialDE and BinSpect-km performed worse than our approach in

the all five spatial patterns and all zero-inflation settings, indicating that these two methods

are very sensitive to even low zero-inflation situation. Under the medium or high zero

inflation, BOOST-Ising was much more powerful than the other methods. Specifically,

SPARK and SpatialDE completely lost their power under high zero-inflation setting, while

BOOST-Ising still had almost uninfluenced performance. Although we did not model zero-

inflation in BOOST-Ising, dichotomizing relative expression rates did eliminate the influence

of zero counts. BinSpect-rank could handle zero-inflation issues for binary patterns, but

sharp decrease in AUCs under high zero-inflation setting showed that it is not robust to

variance brought by high proportion of zero counts. For spot pattern under high zero-
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inflation setting, BOOST-Ising had poor performance, which is not surprising since high

zero proportion may seriously disturb the spot pattern and lead to generated SV genes

having no obvious spatial patterns.

To calculate MCC, we need to set cutoff of SV gene selection for three different methods.

For other methods, we set the significance level of detecting SV genes as 0.05. To control

the type I error rate, we directly applied the p-value adjustment strategies included in their

papers. For BOOST-Ising, we selected a gene as an SV gene if it had very strong evidence

against the null hypotheses, i.e. Bayes factor is greater than 150. Table I shows results of

average MCCs by three methods over 10 replicated datasets under each setting. Similar

to what was showed by the AUCs, BOOST-Ising had outstanding performance compared

with other methods, especially under medium and high zero-inflation settings. MCCs for

BinSpect-rank under medium and high zero-inflation are higher than other three existing

methods, but are still lower than our approach for majority of patterns. MCCs for SpatialDE

under medium and high zero-inflation and for SPARK and high zero-inflation shows their

failures to detect SV genes. Although MCCs decreased for BOOST-Ising, it still had the

power to select SV genes with a high proportion of zero counts under almost simulated

patterns.

IV. REAL DATA ANALYSIS

We applied the BOOST-Ising method to analyze two published datasets obtained by

spatial transcriptomics sequencing, the mouse olfactory bulb (MOB) and human breast
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TABLE I. Averaged MCCs (standard deviations) by BOOST-Ising, SPARK, SpatialDE, BinSpect-

km and BinSpect-rank under different scenarios

10% zero inflation setting

Spot Linear MOB I BC MOB II

BOOST-Ising 0.519(0.071) 0.853(0.054) 0.626(0.086) 0.531(0.108) 0.642(0.103)

SPARK 0.624(0.091) 0.768(0.053) 0.488(0.116) 0.652(0.083) 0.000(0.000)

SpatialDE 0.128(0.136) 0.497(0.102) 0.184(0.203) 0.276(0.197) 0.000(0.000)

BinSpect-km 0.061(0.117) 0.036(0.102) -0.019(0.035) -0.021(0.032) 0.041(0.158)

BinSpect-rank 0.341(0.176) 0.418(0.167) 0.632(0.080) 0.639(0.111) 0.333(0.172)

30% zero inflation setting

Spot Linear MOB I BC MOB II

BOOST-Ising 0.237(0.155) 0.604(0.077) 0.501(0.157) 0.398(0.071) 0.568(0.095)

SPARK 0.055(0.048) 0.342(0.164) 0.065(0.113) 0.058(0.124) 0.000(0.000)

SpatialDE 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)

BinSpect-km 0.049(0.126) -0.004(0.076) -0.027(0.098) -0.031(0.030) 0.010(0.065)

BinSpect-rank 0.067(0.111) 0.242(0.055) 0.478(0.139) 0.567(0.112) 0.306(0.096)

50% zero inflation setting

Spot Linear MOB I BC MOB II

BOOST-Ising 0.046(0.108) 0.175(0.158) 0.368(0.107) 0.288(0.139) 0.249(0.166)

SPARK 0.000(0.000) 0.024(0.076) 0.000(0.000) 0.048(0.101) 0.000(0.000)

SpatialDE 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)

BinSpect-km 0.046(0.089) 0.008(0.108) 0.018(0.078) -0.044(0.063) 0.024(0.096)

BinSpect-rank 0.046(0.122) 0.075(0.141) 0.095(0.097) 0.197(0.102) 0.021(0.100)

cancer 21 (BC) data. Before detecting SV genes, filtration for the data was conducted to

remove non-informative genes and spots. To be specific, we excluded: (1) spots with fewer

than ten total counts across all genes; (2) genes that were not expressed in over 80% of
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locations. We chose GMC as our clustering method to dichotomize normalized expression

counts. In MCMC algorithms of BOOST-Ising, we set the same hyperparameters as in the

simulation study. We selected genes as SV genes if they had very strong evidence against null

hypotheses, i.e. Bayes factor is greater than 150. For SPARK and SpatialDE, we applied

the filtration strategies and selection criteria exactly as proposed in their papers.

A. Mouse olfactory bulb dataset

The MOB dataset is a study on mouse olfactory bulb through spatial transcriptomic

sequencing technique, which can be downloaded from Spatial Research (http://www.

spatialresearch.org). There are 12 replicates. Each one has 15,284 to 16,675 genes

measured on 231 - 282 spots. Following the SPARK and SpatialDE paper, ‘MOB Replicate

11’ file was analyzed for MOB dataset, containing 16,218 genes with 262 sample points.

After filtering, there were a total of 9,769 genes and 260 spots in MOB dataset. BOOST-

Ising identified 734 SV genes, which was approximately the same number of SV genes de-

tected by SPARK and around ten times the number of SV genes detected by SpatialDE.

Figure 4(a) is the Venn diagram showing the overlap of detected SV genes by SpatialDE,

SPARK and our methods. BOOST-Ising detected a lot of SV genes in common with the other

two methods, while there were also many uniquely SV genes identified only by BOOST-Ising

or SPARK. Most of the SV genes detected by SpatialDE were also included in the result of

SPARK or BOOST-Ising, which indicates that SpatialDE is a relatively conservative method

for SV gene identification.
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FIG. 4. Analysis result of the MOB dataset: (a) Venn diagram showing the overlap among SV

genes identified by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE; (b) Distinct spatial expression patterns

of SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE; (c) Spatial expression patterns of

SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising only; (d) Spatial expression patterns of SV genes identified

by SPARK only; (e) The associated hematoxylin and eosin (H&E)-stained tissue slides of MOB

data; (f) Gene ontology (GO) enrichment analysis of SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising in MOB

data. Orange dashed line indicates a significance level of 0.05.

In order to further explore types of patterns we had found through each method, we did

the agglomerative hierarchical clustering on the SV genes identified by each of three methods.

Before clustering, we firstly applied the normalization method proposed in Svensson et al.
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2018 to deal with raw counts. The number of clusters was determined by cutting the

hierarchical clustering dendrogram at a height reflecting a clear cluster separation. To

visualize the clustering result, we summarized the expression patterns via the averaged

expression levels within each cluster. SV genes detected by BOOST-Ising were clustered

into five groups, while there were four groups for SPARK and three clusters for SpatialDE,

shown in Figure 4(b). Consistent with results reported by Sun et al. 2020, there were three

major gene expression patterns which could be detected by all three methods. However, a

unique pattern (the second pattern in BOOST-Ising in Figure 4(b)) could only be detected

by BOOST-Ising with 194 SV genes, which indicates the superiority of our method. To

compare results between SPARK and our method, we did clustering on the SV genes only

detected by SPARK or by BOOST-Ising, which is shown in Figure 4(c) and (d). 307 genes

identified only by BOOST-Ising could be mainly categorized to two patterns, including the

unique pattern with 178 genes. SV genes only detected by SPARK showed strong periodic

pattern, suggesting that SPARK might be more sensitive to smooth periodic spatial pattern.

Finally, we performed gene ontology (GO) enrichment analysis of SV genes identified

by BOOST-Ising to explore relevant biological functions of these SV genes. A total of

3,929 mouse GO terms in three components (biological processes, cellular components and

molecular functions) had at least one gene overlap with detected SV gene via BOOST-

Ising. Controlling the false discovery rate at 0.05, 155 GO terms were found in MOB

dataset. 15 GO terms with the smallest p-values are shown in Figure 4(f). As with SPARK,

many enriched gene sets for SV genes detected by BOOST-Ising are related to synaptic
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signaling and nervous system, which made significant contributions in synaptic organization

and olfactory bulb development.

In the MOB dataset, 60 genes were detected to have spatial pattern with positive inter-

action parameter through BOOST-Ising. Table 2 in Supplementary Notes lists all detected

SV genes with positive interaction parameter. To analyze the potential biological functions

of these SV genes, we performed functional enrichment analysis. 603 mouse GO terms and

43 Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) terms had at least one gene overlap

with these SV genes. We also found some statistically significant GO and KEGG terms,

which had adjusted p-values less than 0.05. For instance, holo TFIIH complex (GO:0005675)

and nucleotide excision repair KEGG term were significantly enriched (adjusted p-value

0.040 and 0.013 respectively) in the detected SV genes with positive interaction parameter

by BOOST-Ising. Thus, the discovery above highlights the advantage of implementing gene

spatial expression analysis with BOOST-Ising.

B. Human breast cancer dataset

The BC dataset was from human breast cancer biopsies obtained by spatial transcriptomic

sequencing technique. Four layers were included in this dataset. Each one had around

15,000 genes sampled on 251 to 264 spots. Following implementation of other SV gene

detection methods, we applied ‘Breast Cancer Layer 2’ for BC dataset, containing 14,789

genes measured on 251 spots.

After filtration, 2,280 genes and 250 spots were included in the BC dataset. There were

302 SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising, which was slightly larger than the number of SV
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FIG. 5. Analysis result of the BC dataset: (a) Venn diagram showing the overlap among SV genes

identified by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE; (b) Distinct spatial expression patterns of SV

genes identified by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE; (c) Spatial expression patterns of SV

genes identified by BOOST-Ising only; (d) Spatial expression patterns of SV genes identified by

SPARK only; (e) The associated hematoxylin and eosin (H&E)-stained tissue slides of BC data;

(f) Gene ontology (GO) enrichment analysis of SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising in BC data.

Orange dashed line indicates a significance level of 0.05.

genes detected by SPARK and around three times the number of SV genes detected by

SpatialDE. A Venn diagram (Figure 5(a)) shows that less than half of SV genes detected by
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BOOST-Ising were also included in the result of one of the other two methods. There were

also 174 SV genes identified only by BOOST-Ising.

Following the same hierarchical clustering strategies in MOB data, Figure 5(b) shows the

expression patterns detected by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE. Five, four and three

clusters were obtained for SV genes identified by BOOST-Ising, SPARK and SpatialDE,

respectively. All four patterns discovered by SPARK could also be detected by BOOST-

Ising. For some of the four patterns, BOOST-Ising detected more SV genes than SPARK.

For example, our method detected 102 genes with the first pattern for BOOST-Ising in

Figure 5(b), while SPARK detected 52 SV genes with this pattern. However, for some

patterns, BOOST-Ising identified fewer SV genes than SPARK. The second pattern for

BOOST-Ising is a unique pattern that could only be detected by BOOST-Ising, which is

approximately the complement pattern with the first pattern for BOOST-Ising. To clearly

compare results between SPARK and our method, we did clustering on the SV genes only

detected by SPARK or by BOOST-Ising, which is shown in Figure 5(c) and (d). Obvious

spatial patterns existed for SV genes identified by SPARK or BOOST-Ising only, suggesting

that both methods need some improvements to identify SV genes more comprehensively.

Finally, we implemented GO enrichment analysis the same as in the previous MOB data

analysis. A total of 2,477 human GO terms had at least one gene overlap with identified

SV gene via BOOST-Ising. At an FDR of 5%, 116 GO terms were found in BC dataset.

Figure 5(f) shows 15 GO terms with the smallest adjusted p-values. SPARK discovered

many enriched gene sets which were related to extracellular matrix organization and immune

responses. Although these GO terms were not shown in Figure 5(f), BOOST-Ising did detect

27



the same related terms with significant result (e.g. the adjusted p-value for extracellular

matrix organization (GO:0030198) was 1.53× 10−14). Furthermore, more virus-related GO

terms were found to be significant in our analysis. There is strong evidence that many types

of virus may have association with the causation of human breast cancers (Lawson and

Heng, 2010). For instance, virus life cycle GO term (GO:0019058) was significantly enriched

in the detected SV genes by BOOST-Ising, while not statistically significant for SV genes

identified by SPARK (the adjusted p-value was 0.829).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we focused on modeling spatial transcriptomics data via a modified Ising

model. This Bayesian framework was proposed in order to achieve two goals: (1) to discrete

the sequencing count data to result in a more robust inference; and (2) to quantify the

spatial correlation between different gene expression levels. Compared to other approaches,

BOOST-Ising shows its superiority on several aspects. First, it discretize gene expression

counts so that more robust inference can be obtained. More importantly, it models the

spatial dependency via the energy measurement and identifies SV genes via quantifying

the spatial correlation parameter in the Ising model. In simulation studies, BOOST-Ising

had similar power compared with other methods in low zero inflation settings, while had

strong ability to deal with excess of zero count problem. In real data, SV genes detected by

BOOST-Ising displayed novel spatial patterns and consequential enriched pathways.

Several extensions of our model are worth investigating. First, the proposed model can

be extended to model k discrete gene expression levels via the modified Potts model and the
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number of components k can be considered as unfixed (Green and Richardson, 2002), so that

the count data structure can be captured more thoroughly. Second, a hierarchical Bayesian

framework can be developed to directly model the sequencing count data via proper finite

mixture distributions and model the latent expression level indicators via the modified Potts

model. Moreover, since our approach is limited on lattice sample points, which can only be

applied on spatial transcriptomics data, it is necessary to generalize our model feasible for

detecting SV genes on data obtained from image-based SMP techniques, such as smFISH

data. Finally, it is possible to investigate other approximate Bayesian computation methods

to reduce the computational cost of BOOST-Ising. These future directions will improve the

perfermance of BOOST-Ising further.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Computational support was generously provided by Southern Methodist University’s

Center for Research Computing. Thanks Jessie Norris for helping us in proofreading the

manuscript.

29



REFERENCE

Anders, S. and W. Huber (2010). Differential expression analysis for sequence count data.

Nature Precedings , 1–1.

Anscombe, F. J. (1948). The transformation of poisson, binomial and negative-binomial

data. Biometrika 35 (3/4), 246–254.

Banfield, J. D. and A. E. Raftery (1993). Model-based gaussian and non-gaussian clustering.

Biometrics , 803–821.

Bedard, P. L., A. R. Hansen, M. J. Ratain, and L. L. Siu (2013). Tumour heterogeneity in

the clinic. Nature 501 (7467), 355–364.

Bullard, J. H., E. Purdom, K. D. Hansen, and S. Dudoit (2010). Evaluation of statistical

methods for normalization and differential expression in mrna-seq experiments. BMC

bioinformatics 11 (1), 1–13.

Chen, K. H., A. N. Boettiger, J. R. Moffitt, S. Wang, and X. Zhuang (2015). Spatially

resolved, highly multiplexed rna profiling in single cells. Science 348 (6233).

Cipra, B. A. (1987). An introduction to the ising model. The American Mathematical

Monthly 94 (10), 937–959.

Clifford, P. (1990). Markov random fields in statistics. Disorder in physical systems: A

volume in honour of John M. Hammersley , 19–32.

Crosetto, N., M. Bienko, and A. Van Oudenaarden (2015). Spatially resolved transcriptomics

and beyond. Nature Reviews Genetics 16 (1), 57–66.

30



de Bruin, E. C., N. McGranahan, R. Mitter, M. Salm, D. C. Wedge, L. Yates, M. Jamal-

Hanjani, S. Shafi, N. Murugaesu, A. J. Rowan, et al. (2014). Spatial and temporal diversity

in genomic instability processes defines lung cancer evolution. Science 346 (6206), 251–256.

Dries, R., Q. Zhu, R. Dong, C.-H. L. Eng, H. Li, K. Liu, Y. Fu, T. Zhao, A. Sarkar, F. Bao,

et al. Giotto, a toolbox for integrative analysis and visualization of spatial expression data.

22 (78).
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

TABLE II: List of commonly used normalization techniques

for sequencing count data: φ is the estimated dispersion

parameter for negative binomial distribution; sinh−1(x) =

ln(x+
√

1 = x2) is the inverse of hyperbolic sine function.

Method Definition

TSS ŝi ∝ Yi·
Each read count is divided by the total number of counts in a specific

sample/location.

Q75

(Bullard et al.,

2010)

ŝi ∝ q75i·
Each count is divided by the 75th quantile of counts in a specific

sample/location.

RLE

(Anders and Hu-

ber, 2010)

ŝi ∝ medianj{yij/(
∏n
k=1 ykj)

1/n}

Each read count is divided by a scale factor, measured by taking the median

ration of each sample/location to the median library.

TMM

(Robinson and

Oshlack, 2010)

ŝi ∝
∑p

j=1 yijexp(hi)

hi =
∑

j∈E wijMij∑
j∈E wij

Each read count is normalized using the weighted trimmed mean of M

values.

N-VST

(Love et al., 2014)

Each count is transformed to stabilize variance via Naive transformation,

ỹij = sinh−1(
√
φyij),

followed by regressing out the log scale of total counts.

A-VST

(Anscombe, 1948)

Each count is transformed to stabilize variance via Anscombe’s transfor-

mation,

ỹij = sinh−1(
√

yij+3/8
φ−1−3/4),

followed by regressing out the log scale of total counts.
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log-VST

(Anscombe, 1948;

Svensson et al.,

2018)

Each count is transformed to stabilize variance via a simplified log(x + c)

transformation,

ỹij = log(yij + (2φ)−1),

followed by regressing out the log scale of total counts.

TABLE III: List of SV genes with spatial patterns corre-

sponding to positive interaction parameter θ detected by

BOOST-Ising: BF is the Bayes factor measuring the favor

of M0 against M1.

Gene Bayes Factor BF 2× ln(BF) Total Raw Count

Rc3h2 Inf Inf 1174

Trib2 Inf Inf 503

Med21 Inf Inf 290

Nup210 Inf Inf 163

Rsad1 Inf Inf 94

Arap1 Inf Inf 86

Zfp938 9999.000 18.420 190

Trim8 6665.667 17.609 809

Mrps18b 2856.143 15.914 192

Rbm15b 2499.000 15.647 151

Fam20c 2221.222 15.412 1603

Pdik1l 2221.222 15.412 143

Ccnh 951.381 13.716 1261

Ercc3 951.381 13.716 239

Vapa 868.565 13.534 4017

Dgke 713.286 13.140 393

Zfp248 713.286 13.140 109
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Fen1 644.161 12.936 88

Amigo2 624.000 12.872 445

Mfap3 605.061 12.811 208

Katnal1 539.541 12.581 204

Tkt 525.316 12.528 518

Plekhm3 525.316 12.528 317

Ofd1 525.316 12.528 97

Mrps24 511.821 12.476 813

Wdr3 511.821 12.476 218

Pold3 499.000 12.425 227

Rcbtb1 486.805 12.376 552

Snx21 433.783 12.145 199

Fgf14 407.163 12.018 158

Nop58 376.358 11.861 248

Zfp9 337.983 11.646 144

Bbs5 326.869 11.579 249

Eif3c 284.714 11.303 1123

Chpf2 265.667 11.164 126

Ruvbl1 262.158 11.138 470

Zfp846 262.158 11.138 103

Umps 231.558 10.890 128

”Pcnxl4 226.273 10.843 286

Cstf2 214.054 10.732 780

Pias2 209.526 10.690 920

Cog4 209.526 10.690 308

Dnalc1 205.186 10.648 616

Cnih3 205.186 10.648 287
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Phyhipl 203.082 10.627 1488

Hnrnpf 203.082 10.627 819

Ncoa2 195.078 10.547 953

Atg13 195.078 10.547 728

X1700025G04Rik 187.679 10.469 794

X2310003H01Rik 184.185 10.432 94

Pin1 175.991 10.341 913

Nceh1 174.439 10.323 871

Lamtor5 172.913 10.306 356

Tmem42 171.414 10.288 157

Anks3 169.940 10.271 384

Crot 167.067 10.237 481

Tbc1d23 161.602 10.170 399

Armcx2 157.730 10.122 594

Nabp1 156.480 10.106 111

Rasgrp2 154.039 10.074 170

TABLE IV. Computaional time in seconds for analyzing one gene using different methods: Com-

putation are carried out using Intel Core i5 8th Gen processors.

Methods Computational Time

BOOST-Ising 4.53

SPARK 0.29

SpatialDE 0.067
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Details of DMH algorithms

The model parameter space consists of (θ,ω), where θ is the interaction parameter be-

tween the low and high-expressed states and ω = (ω0, ω1) is the first-order intensity pa-

rameter. For the Ising model with external fields, the likelihood function is the conditional

probability mass function Pr(p|θ,ω), which is expressed in Equation (1).

We assigned a normal prior distribution on θ. Thus, the density function of prior distri-

butions with a fixed hyper-parameter σ2
θ was

π(θ) = N (θ; 0, σ2
θ)

For first-order intensity parameter ω = (ω0, ω1), we could fix ω1 as 1 and only estimate

ω0, since parameters (θ, ω0, ω1) have two degrees of freedom totally. We assigned a normal

prior distribution on ω0.

π(ω0) = N (ω0; 1, σ2
ω)

To summarize, the full posterior can be written as

π(θ, ω0|p) ∝ Pr(p|θ,ω)π(θ)π(ω0)

Update of interaction parameter θ: To avoid calculating intractable normalizing

constant, we used the DMH algorithm to update θ. Specifically, we firstly simulated a

new sample θ′ from π(θ) using the MH algorithm starting with θ. Then, we generated an

auxiliary variable p′ through m MH updates starting with the current state p and accepted
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it with probability min(1, Rθ), where,

Rθ =
Pr(p′|θ,ω)Pr(p|θ′,ω)

Pr(p|θ,ω)Pr(p′|θ′,ω)

If auxiliary variable p′ was accepted, update θ to θ′. Otherwise, set θ to the current value.

Update of first-order intensity parameter ω0: Same as updating θ, we used the

DMH algorithm to update ω0. Specifically, we firstly simulated a new sample ω′ = (ω′0, 1)

from π(ω0) using the MH algorithm starting with ω0. Then, we generated an auxiliary

variable p′ through m MH updates starting with the current state p and accepted it with

probability min(1, Rω), where,

Rω =
Pr(p′|θ,ω)Pr(p|θ,ω′)
Pr(p|θ,ω)Pr(p′|θ,ω′)

If auxiliary variable p′ was accepted, update ω0 to ω′0. Otherwise, set ω0 to the current

value.

Data generating process in simulation study

Five spatial patterns were generated as follows. Two artificial patterns are spot and linear

patterns, which are shown in Figure 2(a) and (b) respectively, were on a 16×16 square lattice

and had 256 spots in total. The MOB I and BC patterns, shown in Figure 2(c) and (e)

respectively, were on n = 260 and 250 spots collected in the MOB study replicate 11 and

BC study layer 2 (after filtering those spots less than 10 total counts). For MOB I and

BC patterns, spots were categorized into two groups: low expression level spots (blue) and
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high expression level spots (red) according to the spatial expression pattern summarized in

the SPARK paper. MOB II pattern (Figure 2(d)) was also on n = 260 spots collected in

the MOB study and the spatial distribution of spots with low expression levels and spots

with high expression levels are simulated from the modified Ising model with first intensity

parameters ω = (1, 1) and interaction parameter θ = 1. We generated 15 SV genes and

85 non-SV genes to form a dataset under each setting. For each gene j at each location i,

observed gene expression count data yij is generated from a zero-inflated negative binomial

(ZINB) distribution, i.e.,

yij ∼ πiI(yij = 0) + (1− πi)NB(siλij, φj)

where πi are the zero-inflated rate, which means pii × n spots are randomly chosen and

forced as zero. NB(µ.φ) denotes the negative binomial distribution with expectation µ and

dispersion 1/φ. In this generating process, si were samples from a log-normal distribution

with mean 0 and standard deviation 0.2. And φj were sampled from an exponential distri-

bution with mean 10. For the latent normalized expression level λij, we assumed that its

logarithmic scale followed normal distribution, i.e.,

log(λij) ∼ N (βj + ei, σ
2
λ)

Where βj is the expression baseline of gene j and ei is the fold-change between high expres-

sion spots and low expression spots for location i. If the gene is non-SV gene, ei = 0 for all

location i, which means latent normalized expression level log(λij) have same expectations

on all spots . σλ is the standard deviation for random error of logarithmic scaled normalized
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expression level. For SV genes with binary expressed patterns, i.e., MOB I, MOB II and

BC patterns, ei = 0 for low expression level spots and ei = log(3) for high expression level

spots. For SV genes with spot pattern, spots that were higher expressed than the baseline

were located in the circle with the radius of 5, the value of ei linearly deceased outward to

zero from the four center points with the highest value log(6). For SV genes with linear

pattern, higher expression level spots were located on the lower-right half part and the spot

on bottom-right corner had the highest ei = log(6), from where the value of ei linearly

deceased along the diagonal direction to zero.

Sensitivity analysis for data normalization methods

Table II lists seven normalization methods for sequencing data, including four methods of

estimating size factor si, and three variance stabilizing transformation (VST) methods. We

conducted a sensitivity analysis for the different normalization approaches. We simulated

10 datasets following the data generating process in the Simulation Study section. We

set the zero-inflation as 30% and chose BC and MOB I patterns as expression patterns

of SV genes in simulated data. We assessed the model performance with varying data

normalization methods and the results were compared based on the averaged AUCs across

10 replicated datasets. Same with the simulation study, we set the criterion of SV gene

identification as Bayes factor is greater than 150. The result is shown in Figure 6. BOOST-

Ising is robust to the four methods - TSS, Q75, RLE and TMM. Those four methods

estimate size factor si based on different data characteristic statistics and normalize gene

expression count ỹij = yij/si. We conducted ANOVA tests on AUCs for both patterns of
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FIG. 6. Sensitivity Analysis for data normalization methods: Relationship between area under the

receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) for identifying SV genes with the choice of

different data normalization method. Each value of AUC was the averaged result of 10 simulated

datasets.

these four methods and all p-values are greater than 0.05. The performance of BOOST-

Ising based on three VST approaches was not satisfying. That is because VST transformed

the count data to logarithmic scale, which masks the original clustered information and

makes clustering methods no longer feasible. To summarize, BOOST-Ising is suitable for

normalization technique ỹij = yij/si and is not sensitive to the approaches for estimating

size factor si.

Sensitivity analysis for clustering methods

In the Methods section, we provided two clustering approaches, K-means and Gaussian

mixture clustering (GMC) for binarzing the relative expression levels. To evaluate the

influence of different clustering methods, we conducted a sensitivity analysis for K-means
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FIG. 7. Sensitivity Analysis for clustering methods: Relationship between area under the receiver

operating characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) for identifying SV genes with the choice of K-means

or Gaussian mixture clustering (GMC) method when dichotomizing the relative expression levels.

Each value of AUC was the averaged result of 10 simulated datasets.

and GMC. We simulated 10 datasets following the data generating process in the Simulation

Study section. Same setting with the sensitivity analysis for data normalization methods,

the result is shown in Figure 7. T-tests were conducted for the difference on 10 AUCs

obtained from two clustering approaches under each simulation setting, and the results

show that there are non-significant differences between the AUCs of these two methods (p-

value=0.850 for BC pattern and 0.585 for MOB I pattern). K-means and GMC have similar

performance in the BOOST-Ising for identifying SV genes, indicating that BOOST-Ising is

not sensitive to the choice of clustering methods.
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Sensitivity analysis for hyperparameters in the modified Ising model

We assessed the influence of setting hyperparameters in priors via sensitivity analysis.

In our model, there are two hyperparameters σθ and σω, which are the standard deviations

of normal priors for interaction parameter θ and first-order intensity parameter ω0. To

investigate model performance with respect to the choice of these hyperparameters, we

simulated 10 datasets following the data generating process in Simulation Study section.

We set the zero-inflation as 10% and chose MOB I pattern as the expression pattern of SV

genes in simulated data. We tested the model performance with varying values of σθ from

1/4 to 2 and σω from 1 to 100. We chose 5 values for each hyperparameter. The results

given by different combinations of (σθ, σω) were compared based on the averaged Matthews

correlation coefficient (MCC) across 10 replicated datasets. Same with simulation study, we

set the criterion of SV gene identification as Bayes factor is greater than 150. The result

is shown in Figure 8. Prior of ω0 with small standard deviation σω, which corresponds

to informative prior, might distort the posterior inferences. Model with other settings of

hyperparameters had similar performance, indicating that our model is not sensitive to the

choices of hyperparameters. Based on simulation of the modified Ising model, there is a

very strong spatial pattern if the absolute value of interaction parameter θ is around 1.

Therefore, we choose σθ = 1/3 so that around 99% percentage of values lying within the

interval (−1, 1) for prior of θ. In terms of the prior of ω, we choose σω = 2.5 based on the

number of spots in real datasets, since this ensures a flat prior for ω.

44



FIG. 8. Sensitivity Analysis for hyperparameters in the modified Ising model: Relationship between

Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC) for identifying SV genes with the choice of (σθ, σω) from

the normal prior on θ and ω0. Each value of MCC was the averaged result of 10 simulated datasets.
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