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Abstract

Motivation: Studies including more than one type of ’omics data sets are becoming more
prevalent. Integrating these data sets can be a way to solidify findings and even to make new
discoveries. However, integrating multi-omics data sets is challenging. Typically, data sets are
integrated by performing an all-vs-all correlation analysis, where each feature of the first data
set is correlated to each feature of the second data set. However, all-vs-all association testing
produces unstructured results that are hard to interpret, and involves potentially unnecessary
hypothesis testing that reduces statistical power due to false discovery rate (FDR) adjustment.
Implementation: Here, we present the anansi framework, and accompanying R package, as
a way to improve upon all-vs-all association analysis. We take a knowledge-based approach
where external databases like KEGG are used to constrain the all-vs-all association hypothesis
space, only considering pairwise associations that are a priori known to occur. This produces
structured results that are easier to interpret, and increases statistical power by skipping un-
necessary hypothesis tests. In this paper, we present the anansi framework and demonstrate
its application to learn metabolite-function interactions in the context of host-microbe inter-
actions. We further extend our framework beyond pairwise association testing to differential
association testing, and show how anansi can be used to identify associations that differ in
strength or degree based on sample covariates such as case/control status.
Availability: https://github.com/thomazbastiaanssen/anansi
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1 Introduction
Techniques that aim to measure the totality of a certain type of biological molecules are known
as ’omics. The most prevalent types of ’omics include (meta)genomics, (meta)transcriptomics,
(meta)proteomics and metabolomics. In recent years, there has been an increase in studies that
feature multiple types of ’omics data, which are referred to as multi-omics (Subramanian et al.,
2020). For instance, in host-microbiome studies, it has become more common to measure both
the microbial metagenome and the serum and/or gut metabolome. ’Omics approaches enable
a broader and more exploratory avenue of doing research, potentially allowing the researcher to
uncover complex patterns that would otherwise not have been discovered (Yanai and Lercher,
2019). However, dealing with big data sets comes with new challenges, especially with regard to
the interpretation of results and the preservation of statistical power.

Often, multi-omics analysis takes the form of pairwise all-vs-all association testing between the
features of the data sets, an approach which inherits the same two challenges. First, an all-vs-
all association procedure will produce unstructured results that are typically presented as a list
of “significant” findings or a heatmap of associations. These lists and heatmaps can be difficult
to interpret or generate new hypotheses from because the results are not put in the context of
established biological knowledge. Second, the method can be wasteful in terms of statistical power.
As every statistical test produces a p-value that ought to be adjusted (e.g., through false discovery
rate (FDR) adjustment), if it is biologically unfeasible for an association to be real, testing for it
anyway could be considered a waste of power and may result in false negatives.

In this article, we present the anansi framework as an alternative approach to all-vs-all associ-
ation testing that leverages knowledge databases to address the aforementioned challenges:

• Knowledge databases help structure results and improve interpretability by giv-
ing context to the results. It is difficult to form hypotheses about results that are
presented without context. For instance, in the case of the microbiome, relating the levels
of metabolites to the abundance of microbial species may result in significantly associated
metabolite-microbe pairs that cannot be explained from a biological perspective. Rather than
assessing microbes on a taxonomical level, one could instead assess the genes within those
microbes that might encode for enzymes, receptors or other proteins that interact with those
metabolites. By re-framing the analysis as a problem of protein-metabolite interactions we
gain the ability to leverage our extensive knowledge of metabolic pathways when interpreting
results and generating new hypotheses.

• Knowledge databases help improve statistical power by restricting the total num-
ber of tested hypotheses. When performing an all-vs-all association analysis, many fea-
tures that do not interact will still be tested for a statistically significant association. Cal-
culating additional p-values will result in a higher number of p-values to adjust by post-hoc
methods like Benjamini-Hochberg’s and Storey’s q-value procedure, which will in turn lead
to a loss of power (Benjamini and Hochberg, 1995; Storey and Tibshirani, 2003). Conversely,
assessing interactions in pairs of features that do not biologically interact risks encountering
spuriously significant associations that do not lead to fruitful hypotheses.

Re-framing the point, if the goal of a multi-omics integration analysis is to identify real asso-
ciations between the features of two biologically related data sets in order to formulate testable
hypotheses, all-vs-all analysis may not always be the most appropriate approach. Here, we present
the anansi (Annotation-based Analysis of Specific Interactions) framework and accompanying R
package which uses knowledge databases to reduce unnecessary hypothesis testing, giving context
to the results and improving statistical power. Although the method is general, we demonstrate
its application on a microbiome-metabolme integration data set.
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2 Related Work

2.1 Knowledge databases
Anansi relies on the structure provided from knowledge databases. Typically, these are databases
that that contain knowledge on features and how they interact, for example in the form of a
molecular interaction network. Notable databases include KEGG (Kanehisa and Goto, 2000),
MetaCyc (Caspi et al., 2014), CAZy (Drula et al., 2022), HMDB (Wishart et al., 2007) and
EggNOG (Huerta-Cepas et al., 2019). The main difference between these databases is the specific
focus of their content and in many cases identifiers can be mapped from one database to another.

2.2 Measures of association
Numerous methods exist to measure an association between two features. The most common are
undoubtedly Pearson’s and Spearman’s Rank correlation coefficients. Both of these metrics can
be thought of as special cases of a linear model (Kenney and Keeping, 1962). These methods are
well-understood and perform well in general, though many types of ’omics data are compositional
and inherently display negative correlations, for which these methods may yield spurious results
(Gloor et al., 2017). Some methods have been introduced to specifically address these traits
of compositional data, including proportionality, (Lovell et al., 2015; Quinn et al., 2017), a
collection of metrics that investigate whether the ratio between two features remains stable. Other
compositional methods include SPARCC (Friedman and Alm, 2012) and SPieCeasi (Kurtz et al.,
2015), both of which are microbiome-oriented and assume a sparse matrix.

2.3 All-vs-all approaches
The Hierarchical All-against-All association testing (HAllA) framework aims to cluster features
from the same data set in a data-driven manner before analysis in order to reduce the amount
of testing, thus substantially improving power (Ghazi et al., 2021). HAllA relies on data-driven
clustering to reduce the amount of tests performed and thus the biological interpretation of these
clusters is not guaranteed. Notably, HAllA is designed for large population studies and confounding
factors are thus expected to be regressed out before analysis.

2.4 Ordination and learning-based approaches
On a different axis, the MINT and DIABLO frameworks in the mixOmics suite respectively
use a sparse-PLS (Lê Cao et al., 2011) and PLS-based approach to identify those associations
between features of two or more ’omics data sets that are the most informative to discriminate
between phenotypes (Singh et al., 2019; Rohart et al., 2017). Analogously, the microbe–metabolite
vectors (mmvec) algorithm intends to identify and estimate associations between microbes and
metabolites using a neural network approach that explicitly addresses the compositional nature of
the microbiome data (Morton et al., 2019). However, these multivariate frameworks are data-driven
and thus do not consider pre-existing knowledge structures, meaning that the most discriminative
associations could be biologically meaningless.
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3 Methods

3.1 Motivation
The anansi framework relies on a knowledge-based binary adjacency matrix to only assess associa-
tions between pairs of features that are known to interact in some fashion. The knowledge-based
binary adjacency matrix is to used to mask associations that are not previously documented so
that they can be skipped entirely for the purpose of downstream analysis, including visualisation,
interpretation and indeed even hypothesis testing and subsequent multiple testing corrections. This
application is key to addressing the aforementioned challenges of multi-omics integration:

• It solves the challenge of interpretability because resulting analysis is easier to interpret due
to the structure imposed by the knowledge database. All remaining feature pairs will be
structured and contextualized by their corresponding metabolic pathway in the knowledge
database.

• It solves the challenge of statistical power because power will be improved by avoiding unnec-
essary hypothesis testing in feature pairs that would be impossible to interpret due to the lack
of a corresponding metabolic pathway in the knowledge database. By skipping non-canonical
interactions in this manner, we preserve statistical power when applying FDR.

Next, we will demonstrate how an all-vs-all association approach can be enhanced by introducing
a knowledge-based binary adjacency matrix.

3.2 All-vs-all associations
First, let us review an all-vs-all association analysis.
Suppose we have two ’omics data sets, Y and X, with 1...MY and 1...MX features, respectively,
both with 1...N samples. Each column within these data sets would contain the measured abun-
dance of an ’omics feature, for which we represent the j-th feature of data set Y by

f(Y )
j = [Y1j , ..., YNj ] (1)

and analogously for X.
Thus, we can view the data set Y as

Y =

f(Y )
1 f(Y )

2 · · · f(Y )
MY


Y11 Y12 · · · Y1MY

Y21 Y22 · · · Y2MY

...
...

. . .
...

YN1 YN2 · · · YNMY

(2)

and analogously for X.
Here, columns represent different features and rows represent different samples or measurements.
Then, the all-vs-all association matrix for these two data sets can be calculated as the association,
ρ, between a column in Y and another column in X:

ρ(Y,X) :=




ρ(f(Y )
1 , f(X)

1 ) ρ(f(Y )
1 , f(X)

2 ) · · · ρ(f(Y )
1 , f(X)

MX
)

ρ(f(Y )
2 , f(X)

1 ) ρ(f(Y )
2 , f(X)

2 ) · · · ρ(f(Y )
2 , f(X)

MX
)

...
...

. . .
...

ρ(f(Y )
MY

, f(X)
1 ) ρ(f(Y )

MY
, f(X)

2 ) · · · ρ(f(Y )
MY

, f(X)
MX

)

(3)

Notice that the rows of our all-vs-all association matrix ρ(Y,X) correspond to the columns (fea-
tures) in data set Y the columns of our association matrix ρ(Y,X) correspond to the columns from
data set X. Further, notice that the resulting all-vs-all association matrix can be easily converted
to a heatmap by depicting the resulting association coefficients a colour gradient.
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3.3 Binary adjacency matrix
A binary adjacency matrix is a matrix of which the elements indicate which pairs of rows and
columns are linked, or adjacent, to each other. It can be generated from an adjacency list, which
in turn can be generated from a network graph such as those used to formulate a metabolic pathway
network. Pairs of features between data sets that do interact, for instance based on whether they
are connected in a knowledge database like a metabolic pathway, will return a value of 1, whereas
pairs of features that are not connected in such a manner will be depicted as 0. Put symbolically,
a binary adjacency matrix A associates two sets u = {1, ..., Umax} and t = {1, ..., Tmax}, where

Aij =

{
1, if ui associates with tj
0, otherwise

(4)

If we let each element in u represent one of the MY features in Y, and each element in t
represent one of the MX features in X, then A represents a binary adjacency matrix describing
the relationship between two data sets Y and X.

For example, suppose data set Y contains metabolites from the KEGG database, whereas
data set X contains molecular functions (KEGG orthologues). An adjacency list then contains
information of which metabolites from Y are known to interact (i.e. are synthesised, catabolised,
are cofactors of) with a function in X. This list, retrievable from publicly available databases, can
be mapped into to create the binary adjacency matrix, as shown below:

Adjacency list

u t
u1 → t1,t2,t3
u2 → t1,t3,t4
u3 → t1,t4
u4 → t2,t5
u5 → t1,t3,t4,t5

→

Binary adjacency matrix

t1 t2 t3 t4 t5
u1 1 1 1 0 0
u2 1 0 1 1 0
u3 1 0 0 1 0
u4 0 1 0 0 1
u5 1 0 1 1 1

(5)

3.4 Masked association matrix
Notice that since all elements from data set Y are listed as row names and all elements from data
set X are listed as columns, the binary adjacency matrix will have the same dimensions as the
association matrix. Because the dimensions are the same, the association matrix can be multiplied
against the adjacency matrix to “mask” any associations that are not documented by the knowledge
database. The masked association matrix, R, can thus be derived as follows:

R = ρ(Y,X) ∗A (6)

where

Rij =

{
ρ(f(Y )

i , f(X)
j ), if ui associates with tj

0, otherwise
(7)

The masked association matrix R should be seen as the primary output of the anansi package
and can serve as the basis for follow-up analyses such as differential association analysis, network
analysis, and functional enrichment analysis.
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3.5 Implementation
The anansi framework was written in the R language. The general workflow of this package can
be conceptualized as a three-step process:

• Generate a binary adjacency matrix with the appropriate dimensions and features by cross-
referencing the feature table(s) with the knowledge database.

• Compute the masked association matrix R by multiplying ρ(Y,X) with A (See Equation 6).

• Perform follow-up analyses on the resulting masked association matrix R, such as differential
association analysis.

An overview of the internal architecture can be seen in figure 1. Statistics are computed using the
base R stats package and the lme4 package for linear mixed effects models (R Core Team, 2022;
Bates et al., 2015). “getter” functions are available to parse output files into the wide format as
well as the long format, designed to be compatible with the ggplot2 plotting software (Wickham,
2014, 2016). Anansi is parallelizable by using the futures framework (Bengtsson, 2021).

Parse output to
handy formats

anansiYarn
object

spinToLong()

spinToWide() Export as table

Plot all
associations

spinToPlots() Plot individual
associations

Run analysis in the main function
anansi()

Differential association
testing options

Model types Model structure

Pairwise association
testing options

anansiWeb
object

Check call

Pairwise
associations

Differential
associations

Between dataset
(correlation)

Within dataset
(propr)

linear model

linear mixed
effects model

Classical
Y ~ X

Log-ratio
log(Y/X)

Collect results

FDR
Account for Return Yarn

anansiYarn
object

Create a web object with
weaveWebFromTables()

Generate binary
adjacency matrix

Dataset Y

Filter and
check input

Dataset X
(optional)

Dictionary

Interaction
mode

Membership
mode

Return Web
anansiWeb

object

A C

B

Figure 1: Diagram of the anansi workflow. The anansi workflow relies on three steps, each with
their own function and custom S4 object classes. In step A, input ’omics data sets are collected
and compared to a knowledge-based adjacency list, referred to here as a dictionary. The adjacency
lists can be based on known interaction, such as in a metabolic network, or based on membership
of a shared overarching category such as a gene pathway. Features that are not part of at least
one pair are omitted here. An anansiWeb S4 object is returned, which is the input for the main
anansi function. In B, the masked association matrix R is computed. Optionally, differential
associations are assessed. All results are collected and adjusted p-values are computed, after which
an S4 anansiYarn object is returned, which can be parsed into different formats by the functions in
C. Results can be parsed to a long format directly compatible with the ggplot2 plotting software
as well as to a publication-ready wide format table.
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4 Results

4.1 Differential association testing
In order to assess differences in associations based on one or more variables (such as phenotype or
treatment), we make use of the emergent and disjointed association paradigm introduced in the
context of proportionality (Erb et al., 2017; Quinn et al., 2017; Erb, 2020) and apply it outside of
the simplex. Briefly, disjointed associations refer to the scenario where the slope of an association
is dependent on a variable. On the other hand, emergent associations refer to the scenario where
the strength of the scenario is dependent on a variable. See figure 2 for an illustrated hypothetical
example. Anansi supports arbitrarily complex linear models as well as longitudinal models using
formula syntax from the base R stats package and the lme4 package for linear mixed effects models,
respectively (R Core Team, 2022; Bates et al., 2015).

Disjointed Association Emergent Association

0 4 8 12 0 4 8 12

0

5

10

15

X

Y

Between data sets
A

Disjointed Proportionality Emergent Proportionality

A B C A B C

2.5

5.0

7.5

Phenotype

lo
g(

Y
/X

)

Within data set
B

Phenotype

A

B

C

Figure 2: An example of differential associations between hypothetical features Y and X. In all
cases, phenotype C illustrates the differential association compared to phenotypes A & B. Dis-
jointed associations describe the scenario where there is a detectable association in all cases, but
the quality of the association differs. Emergent associations describe the case where an associa-
tion can be detected in one case but not in another. In scenario A, the features Y and X are
from different datasets and differential associations can be assessed using a classical linear mod-
els: lm(Y ∼ X×Phenotype) and lm(residuals(lm(Y ∼ X) ∼ Phenotype) for disjointed and
emergent associations, respectively. In scenario B, the features are from the same compositional
dataset. Differential proportionality can be assessed using applying similar models on log-ratios:
lm(log( YX ) ∼ Phenotype) and lm(residuals(lm(log( YX ) ∼ 1) ∼ Phenotype) for disjointed and
emergent proportionality, respectively. In all cases, the R2 and p-value for the underlined part of
the equation is considered to estimate differential associations.
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4.2 FMT Ageing
An early version of the anansi framework was used in a recent publication, assessing the associations
between hippocampal metabolites and microbial functions (Boehme et al., 2021, Extended Data
Fig. 7). Briefly, the aim of the study was to investigate whether faecal microbiota transplantation
from young donor mice could restore symptoms of ageing in aged recipient mice. As part of the
study, the functional metagenome was inferred from 16S rRNA sequencing data and compared to
hippocampal metabolite levels. Hippocampal metabolites were first linked to microbial functions
that either produce or metabolise these metabolites. Then, association strength was assessed
for each of these pairs, both per treatment group and between treatment groups. Strikingly,
the slope of the associations between feature pairs, such as lactate vs lactate dehydrogenase,
was completely inverted, implying that the relation between these features is dependent on the
treatment received (Figure 3). The specific nature of these results enables researchers to formulate
follow-up hypotheses. The anansi package contains curated snippets of this dataset for tutorial
purposes. Full analysis is available online: https://github.com/thomazbastiaanssen/anansi/

Figure 3: Figure showing the associations between hippocampal metabolite levels and related
microbial functions. X-axis shows Pearson correlation coefficients for the the metabolite-function
pairs. The red vertical dashed lines depict a Pearson correlation coefficient of 0. Colours depict
the treatment groups, whereas grey points represent the correlation coefficients after pooling all
three groups. Opaque points with black borders display significantly disjointed associations. Non-
opaque points display the correlation coefficient for the associations where the full model fitted
sufficiently well after FDR, but where no disjointed associations were detected.
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5 Discussion

5.1 Towards Interpretability
We have argued that there are two main challenges when using multi-omics integration analysis
to formulate testable hypotheses, namely 1) interpretation of results and 2) the preservation of
statistical power. The anansi framework addresses both of these challenges by constraining the
all-vs-all association hypothesis space, only considering pairwise associations that are a priori
known to occur. This constraint guarantees that all resulting associations occur in the knowledge
database and that no statistical power is wasted by unnecessarily extending FDR adjusting to
undocumented -and thus likely uninterpretable- associations.

5.2 Limitations
There are a few limitations to consider when using anansi. First, functional metagenomics data,
such as the output from PICRUSt2 (Douglas et al., 2020) and HUMAnN3 (Beghini et al., 2021) is
nested in the sense that the abundance of each function is directly dependent on the abundance on
the respective taxa that contain those genes, which may lead to violations of independence between
features for the purpose of controlling the false discovery rate (FDR) and lead to spurious asso-
ciations. A move towards metatranscriptomics and/or metaproteomics rather than metagenomics
would alleviate the by-taxon dependence between functions.

Second, the accuracy of anansi is highly dependent on the accuracy of the databases used to
generate an adjacency matrix. Feature pairs that interact in reality but are not catalogued as
such will not be assessed. Interestingly, in a recent study attempting to link the levels of serum
metabolites to a variety of factors including the mcirobiome, many unknown metabolites and
xenobiotics were linked to the microbiome (Bar et al., 2020). It stands to reason that, especially
when it comes to interkingdom communication, many associations have simply not been mapped.
That said, it is unlikely that associations between feature pairs that in reality do interact, yet
have not been catalogued as such, will lead to fruitful hypotheses even if they were assessed in the
context of an integratomics analysis.

Third, anansi currently only supports a binary adjacency matrix, but in biology, interaction is
often on a spectrum. For instance, different ligands bind to their respective receptors at different
efficiencies. Future implementations using a knowledge-based adjacency matrix may expand on
this principle by allowing for continuous interaction scores.

5.3 Conclusions
While the anansi framework was designed with microbiome and metabolomics data in mind, it
could feasibly be applied any field where interactions between two large data sets where only some
features meaningfully interact need to be assessed. Example applications include phage-bacterium,
immune-metabolite or receptor-ligand interaction analysis.
As ’omics data sets increase in number and complexity, there is a dire need for tools and approaches
to process and parse this data in such a way that meaningful and testable hypotheses can be
formulated. The microbiome field is in need of methods to investigate causality (Bastiaanssen and
Cryan, 2021; Cryan and Mazmanian, 2022) and we view anansi as one of many approaches to move
towards this goal.
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