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Abstract—Due to the high heterogeneity and clinical 

characteristics of cancer, there are significant differences in 

multi-omic data and clinical characteristics among different 

cancer subtypes. Therefore, accurate classification of cancer 

subtypes can help doctors choose the most appropriate 

treatment options, improve treatment outcomes, and provide 

more accurate patient survival predictions. In this study, we 

propose a supervised multi-head attention mechanism model 

(SMA) to classify cancer subtypes successfully. The attention 

mechanism and feature sharing module of the SMA model can 

successfully learn the global and local feature information of 

multi-omics data. Second, it enriches the parameters of the 

model by deeply fusing multi-head attention encoders from 

Siamese through the fusion module. Validated by extensive 

experiments, the SMA model achieves the highest accuracy, 

F1 macroscopic, F1 weighted, and accurate classification of 

cancer subtypes in simulated, single-cell, and cancer multi-

omics datasets compared to AE, CNN, and GNN-based 

models. Therefore, we contribute to future research on multi-

omics data using our attention-based approach. 

Keywords—cancer, attention mechanism, accurately, 

subtypes 

I. INTRODUCTION  

With the development of third-generation high-
throughput sequencing technologies, it has become efficient 
and fast to sequence and analyze the genomes, 
transcriptomes, and DNA/RNA samples of organisms, 
thereby generating a large amount of multi-omics data [1], 
[2]. Therefore, the development of high-throughput 
sequencing technology is closely related to the advancement 
of multi-omics research. The wealth of genomic, 
transcriptomic, and epigenomic data obtained through these 
technologies has enriched the scope of multi-omics studies. 
These data allow for a comprehensive understanding of 
molecular changes at different levels within an organism, 
revealing the relationship between genes and phenotypes 
and uncovering the underlying mechanisms of biological 
processes. Furthermore, the development of multi-omics 
research has also propelled advancements and applications 
of high-throughput sequencing technologies. In summary, 
the development of high-throughput sequencing and multi-
omics research is mutually beneficial, enabling 

comprehensive analyses of cancer development and 
treatment.  

The development of multi-omics integrates high-
throughput technologies and data analysis methods. Multi-
omics data include genomics, transcriptomics, and 
proteomics [3]–[5]. Genomics research commonly involves 
comprehensive sequencing and analysis of an organism's 
genetic material, such as DNA. The rapid progress in single-
cell genomics allows us to study genetic variations and 
evolutionary processes within individual cells. 
Transcriptomics focuses on the entirety of an organism's 
transcriptional products (RNA) during specific periods, in 
specific tissues, or under certain environmental conditions 
[6]. Through high-throughput transcriptomic sequencing 
technologies, we can understand the spectrum of gene 
expression, identify differentially expressed genes, 
alternative splicing events, and reveal the structure and 
function of gene regulatory networks. Proteomics research 
focuses on the expression levels, modification states, and 
interactions of proteins within an organism. The 
development of high-throughput mass spectrometry 
technology enables large-scale and efficient protein 
identification and quantitative analysis, further unveiling 
protein functions and compositions. Therefore, multi-omics 
plays an increasingly important role in life sciences and 
medicine. 

Given the heterogeneity and individual differences in 
cancer, doctors need to classify cancer into subtypes to 
provide more accurate guidance in treatment and prognosis 
assessment [7]. This helps realize the concept of precision 
medicine, providing patients with more individualized and 
targeted treatment plans and improving treatment efficacy 
and patient quality of life. Some existing machine learning 
methods utilize multi-omics data to classify cancer subtypes 
and have achieved high classification accuracy. Similarity 
Network Fusion (SNF) integrates different omics data to 
enhance understanding of tumor development [8]. It 
primarily uses the Euclidean distance to measure patient 
similarity [8]. As an extension of SNF, Deep Subspace 
Fusion Clustering (DSFC) employs autoencoders and data 
self-expression techniques to guide deep subspace models, 
effectively expressing discriminative similarities among 



 

Fig. 1. Flowchart of the SMA model for predicting cancer subtypes. 

 

patients [9]. Several supervised and semi-supervised deep 
learning methods can accurately classify breast cancer 
subtypes by identifying nonlinear relationships in multi-
omics data [10]. The neighbourhood-based Multi-omics 
Clustering Method (NEMO) extensively tested ten cancer 
datasets and achieved the best subtype classification 
performance in benchmark experiments [11]. Furthermore, 
based on DNA methylation data, they proposed a two-stage 
XAI-methylation biomarker discovery framework—an 
explainable AI-based biological biomarker discovery 
framework applied to DNA methylation data to identify a 
subset of biomarkers for breast cancer classification [12]. 

Deep learning to analyze multi-omics data to classify 
cancer subtypes is still mainstream [13], [14]. The deep 
learning model has robust learning ability and can 
automatically learn advanced feature representations 
through a large amount of data. After sufficient training, 
deep learning models can perform well on large-scale data 
sets and have good generalization ability. However, the 
deep learning method requires a large amount of data, takes 
a long time to train, and needs better interpretability, making 
it challenging to perform correlation analysis on multi-
omics data. 

Recently, inspired by the attention mechanism, it can 
focus on features that play a key role in classification results 
and suppress noisy or irrelevant features in terms of feature 
selection and importance evaluation [14], [15]. There are 
also complex interrelationships and dependencies between 
multi-omics data. The attention mechanism can help the 
model capture contextual information to understand their 
relationship better. The attention mechanism can extract 
more richer, more meaningful representations through the 
weighted combination of features. Second, the attention 
mechanism can enhance the robustness and generalization 
ability of the model. To a certain extent, it can explain the 
focus and decision dependence of the model in the 

classification process. This paper proposes an attention-
based multi-omics cancer subtype classification model to 
predict cancer subtypes. The contributions of this paper are 
as follows: 

1. We propose an attention-based model to learn the 

features of multi-omics data, which can capture both 

global and local features by perceiving the context. 

2. The SMA model consists of a twin attention 

mechanism extraction module. The twin modules 

share the results of feature extraction and perform 

supervised classification through feature fusion. 

3. We conducted experiments on simulated, single-cell, 

and cancer multi-omics datasets. The results 

demonstrate that the SMA model can accurately 

classify cancer subtypes. 

II. METHODS 

A. Multi-Head Attention Encoder 

As shown in Fig.1, first, Multi-omics data must be 
preprocessed, including data cleaning, alignment of sample 
features, and sample screening. The experiment selects 
some representative features as training data in different 
data sets. Then it normalizes the data of various omics to 
ensure that data of different scales can be compared and 
merged. These steps are mainly to improve the quality of the 
data, improve the accuracy of the model, reduce the 
complexity of the model calculation, and speed up the 
subsequent analysis. 

After the multi-omics data are preprocessed, they are 
spliced according to the order of the samples. Features 
between different omics are added together. The matrix 
after feature splicing will be fed into two encoders based on 
a multi-head attention mechanism. The encoder of the 
multi-head attention mechanism mainly includes a position 
encoding module, an attention mechanism module, a feature 
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forward transmission module and a perceptron module [16]. 
First, the position encoding module linearly maps the matrix 
to features to generate cls tokens and small feature tokens. 
The process is: 

feature input embedding positional encoding= +   (1) 

Position encoding adds position information to each 
position of the input sequence, generally using a 
combination of sine and cosine functions. The feature linear 
mapping will then be fed into the encoder of the multi-head 
attention mechanism for feature extraction. It copies 
features into the query, key, and value feature space, and 
each is split into multiple heads for processing. Calculate the 
attention score (i.e., the similarity between Q and K) for 
each attention head and normalize the attention score to a 
probability distribution [17]. Its process can be described as: 

( , , ) max( * ) / ( )*i i i i i k iAttention Q K V soft Q K sqrt d V=   (2) 

The Softmax function normalizes the attention score to 

a probability distribution, K  is the feature dimension of kd . 

Then the output of each attention head is spliced, and 
projected and integrated through linear transformation, as 
follows: 

( ( , , ))*i i iMultiHead Concatenate Attention Q K V W=   (3) 

Where concatenate is to splice the output of each attention 
head and is the feature weight of learning. Then, after 
extracting features with attention, the feature matrix is 
passed to the feature forward transfer module and the 
perceptron module. They are mainly to enhance the 
representation ability and generalization ability of the model. 
The feature forward transfer module comprises two fully 
connected layers and an activation function. Multilayer 
Perceptron is composed of multiple fully connected layers 
and activation functions [18]. Stacking multiple hidden 
layers can achieve higher-dimensional and more complex 
feature transformations. 

B. Supervised training strategy 

The symmetric multi-head attention mechanism encoder 

extracts feature from multiple sets of learning data and 

generates feature matrices 1W and 2W . We use a feature 

fusion method of element-wise multiplication to fuse the 

features of 1W and 2W , resulting in a fused feature vector. 

This method can highlight the unique features of the 

encoder and improve the performance and generalization 

ability of the model. 

The fused feature matrix is fed into a three-layer 

perceptron for normalization, further projected into a new 

feature space, and a new feature matrix 1

aW is generated. 

We use the cross-entropy loss function to calculate the error 

between a single predicted sample and its corresponding 

label, with the process as follows [17]:  

[ log (1 ) log(1 )]iL y y y y= − + − −                (4) 

When we calculate the distance between the feature matrix 

Wa
1 and the label, the overall loss function can be expressed 

as: 

1
[ log (1 )log(1 )]

N

i i i ii
L y y y y

=
= − + − −          (5) 

III. EXPERIMENTS 

A. Materials 

Simulated Dataset: This dataset is generated by the 

InterSIM CRAN package and consists of complex and 

interrelated multi-omics data [19]. It includes DNA 

methylation, mRNA gene expression, and protein 

expression data from 100 samples, with clusters set to 5, 10, 

or 15. Furthermore, the software generates clusters for each 

sample under two conditions: "equal" and "heterogeneous" 

[20]. All clusters have the same size under the "equal" 

condition, while the cluster sizes are randomly variable 

under the "heterogeneous" condition. The simulated dataset 

is similar to a real multi-omics dataset, where the sample 

proportions in each cluster can be the same or different [20]. 

Single-cell dataset: This dataset includes 206 single-cell 

samples from three cancer cell lines (HTC, Hela, and 

K562). Two types of omics data were obtained, namely 

single-cell chromatin accessibility and single-cell gene 

expression data. The features of these two types of omics 

data are 49,073 and 207,203, respectively [20]–[22]. 
Cancer Multi-Omics Dataset: This dataset is derived from 
the cancer multi-omics dataset in The Cancer Genome Atlas 
(TCGA) and consists of gene expression, DNA methylation, 
and miRNA expression data [23]. The dataset includes 
breast cancer (BRCA), glioblastoma (GBM), sarcoma 
(SARC), lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), and stomach 
cancer (STAD) from TCGA. Other cancer types are selected 
from the baseline dataset, including colon cancer (Colon), 
acute myeloid leukemia (AML), kidney cancer (Kidney), 
melanoma, and ovarian cancer. Datasets can be accessed at 
http://acgt.cs.tau.ac.il/multi_omic_benchmark/download.ht
ml [8], [20], [24]. 

B. Experimental details 

The SMA model was developed using Python 3.8.5 on 
the PyTorch 1.7.1 platform. The training of the model was 
performed using an NVIDIA RTX4090 GPU. In order to 
optimize the performance of the model, five main 
hyperparameters were adjusted: batch size, epochs, 
optimizer, learning rate, and weight decay. Finally, the 
batch size was set to 128, epochs were set to 500, the 
learning rate was set to 3e-3, and the weight decay was set 
to 0.01. 

C. Evaluation 

In classification tasks, we choose Accuracy, F1 macro, 
and F1 weighted to evaluate the performance of the SMA 
model [13]. Accuracy refers to the proportion of correct 
classifications in all samples by the SMA model. F1 macro 
refers to the average F1 value of all categories, where F1 is 
the harmonic mean of precision and recall. F1 weighted 
refers to the weighted average of F1 values calculated 
according to the proportion of samples in all categories. The 
larger the values of Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 weighted, 
the better the performance of the model [13]. 

IV. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

A. Evaluation of the SMA model on simulated datasets 

classification tasks 

We compared the classification performance of SMA 
with six common methods for classifying six types of omics 
data: (1) lfNN model: each omics vector is concatenated 
into a feature vector as the input of the model, multiple 



TABLE I. PERFORMANCE OF SEVEN SUPERVISED METHODS IN THE CONDITION THAT ALL CLUSTERS HAVE THE SAME SIZE. 

Methods 

5 clusters of random sizes 10 clusters of random sizes 15 clusters of random sizes 

Accuracy F1 macro F1 weighted Accuracy F1 macro F1 weighted Accuracy F1 macro F1 weighted 

lfNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.900 0.825 0.871 0.860 0.716 0.817 

efNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

lfCNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.480 0.454 0.361 0.880 0.758 0.840 

efCNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.760 0.572 0.670 
moGCN 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

moGAT 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

SMA 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

 

neural networks are used for feature extraction, and Softmax 
is used as the last layer for output classification [13]. (2) 
efNN model: each omics vector is used as the input of the 
model, multiple neural networks are used for feature 
extraction, and the outputs are connected into a vector and 
used Softmax as the last layer for output classification. (3) 
lfCNN model: it is similar to efNN, but with added 
convolutional and pooling layers. Multiple omics vectors 
are concatenated into a feature vector, which is sent to the 
convolutional and pooling layers, and the output features are 
flattened and sent to the fully connected network for final 
prediction. (4) efCNN model [13]: it is similar to lfNN. Each 
omics vector is sent to the convolutional and pooling layers, 
the output features are flattened, connected, and fed into a 
fully connected neural network for final prediction. (5) 
moGCN model: it uses GCN to learn the features of omics 
data and perform classification tasks. To perform omics-
specific classification, a multi-layer GCN needs to be built 
for each type of omics data. (6) moGAT model: GAT in 
moGCN is replaced by moGAT model. In the testing 
method, lfNN, efNN, lfCNN, efCNN, moGCN, moGAT, 
and SMA models are trained by directly concatenating 
preprocessed multiple omics data as input, and all models 
use the same preprocessed data for training [13]. The 
classification performance of all models can be referred to 
the data in TABLE I under the conditions of equal and 
heterogeneous in the simulated dataset. 

The experiment selected samples from 5 clusters of 
random sizes, 10 clusters of random sizes, and 15 clusters 
of random sizes [13]. These seven supervised methods were 
essentially designed for sample classification, and they 
classified samples of true clustering (subtypes). In the 
classification task, in order to quantitatively evaluate the 
methods of the seven supervised models, we used a simple 
random cross-validation method to train and test the models. 
At the same time, all models applied three evaluation 
indicators, Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 weighted, to 
measure the performance of classification. From TABLE I, 
the efNN, moGCN, moGAT, and SMA models performed 
well in the multi-omics classification task. The efCNN 
model performed significantly lower than the other six 
models in the sample classification task of 15 clusters of 
random sizes. The lfNN model performed significantly 
lower than the other six models in the sample classification 
task of 10 clusters of random sizes. This may be because the 
simulated dataset experienced overfitting after multiple 
layers of convolutional layers and pooling layers, leading to 
misclassification in the model. The lfNN model only 
achieved the best performance in the sample classification 
task of 5 clusters of random sizes. This may be because the 

lfNN model failed to learn multi-omics features in the 
process of feature extraction, leading to misclassification.  

B. Evaluation of the SMA model in single-cell data 

classification tasks 

In classification tasks, similar to the evaluation methods 
of lfNN, efNN, lfCNN, efCNN, moGCN, moGAT and 
SMA models on simulated datasets, we will investigate the 
performance of these models on single-cell datasets [13]. 
All models use simple cross-validation methods to classify 
samples of three cancer cell lines, and the performance of 
classification is measured by three evaluation metrics: 
Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 weighted. 

As described in Table II, we found that the lfNN, efNN, 
moGCN, moGAT, and SMA models all reached their peak 
performance in terms of Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 
weighted evaluation metrics, indicating that these models 
achieved the best performance in the classification task. 
However, the lfCNN and efCNN models still did not 
perform as well as other models in testing, partly because 
the number of convolutional and pooling layers was 
relatively small, and the effect of feature extraction was not 
significant enough. Another reason could be the lack of 
regularization penalties in the model or other reasons, such 
as inappropriate learning rate or batch size, etc. 

TABLE II. PERFORMANCE OF SIX SUPERVISED METHODS ON SINGLE-
CELL MULTI-OMICS DATASETS 

 Accuracy F1 macro F1 weighted 

lfNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 

efNN 1.0 1.0 1.0 

lfCNN 0.962 0.952 0.962 
efCNN 0.981 0.981 0.981 

moGCN 1.0 1.0 1.0 

moGAT 1.0 1.0 1.0 
SMA 1.0 1.0 1.0 

 

C. Evaluation of SMA Model on Cancer Dataset 

classification tasks 

In the classification task, similar to the methods used to 
evaluate models on simulated and single-cell datasets for 
lfNN, efNN, lfCNN, efCNN, moGCN, moGAT and SMA 
models, experiments were selected on five datasets with real 
cancer subtypes experiment [13]. These methods classify 
real samples of cancer subtypes. All model training and 
testing use a simple cross-validation method, and measure 
the classification performance through three evaluation 
indicators: Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 weighted. For each 
cancer dataset, we selected three omics data samples, 
obtaining59, 272, 206, 144, and 198 samples for BRCA, 



 
Fig. 2. Performance of seven supervised methods using cancer benchmark datasets in classification tasks. 

 

GBM, SARC, LUAD, and STAD, respectively 30. BRCA 
includes five cancer subtypes, namely LuminalA, 
LuminalB, Basal-like, Normal-like, and HER2-enriched  
[25]. GBM includes 4 cancer subtypes, namely Proneural, 
Classical, Mesenchymal, and Neural [26]. SARC also 
includes five cancer subtypes, dediferentiated liposarcoma, 
leiomyosarcoma, undiferentiated pleomorphic sarcoma, 
myxofbrosarcoma, malignant peripheral nerve sheath 
tumor, synovial sarcoma [27], [28]. LUAD includes four 
cancer subtypes, namely formerly bronchioid, formerly 
squamoid, and formerly magnoid [29]. STAD includes 
Epstein–Barr virus, microsatellite instability, genomically 
stable, chromosomal instability [30]. 

As shown in Fig. 2, the SMA model achieved high 
performance in accurately classifying cancer subtypes in 
BRCA, GBM, SARC, and STAD, with all three evaluation 
metrics (Accuracy, F1 macro, and F1 weighted) reaching 1. 
However, when classifying subtypes in LUAD, the SMA 
model achieved only high performance with respective 
scores of 0.958, 0.93, and 0.91. Compared to other models, 
the SMA model outperforms them in classification tasks. 
This may be because the SMA model can simultaneously 
pay attention to the positional information of the input 
sequence, thus capturing global information. Additionally, 
the SMA model has a deeper structure and more parameters, 
which can help learn more features and improve 
classification accuracy. Therefore, the SMA model can 

serve as a standard method for classifying cancer multi-
omics data. 

D. Discussion 

The rapid development of high-throughput sequencing 
technology has made it possible to use molecular-level data 
to personalize medicine in unprecedented detail [31]. 
Multi-omics technologies can integrate different types of 
data to form more comprehensive and integrated datasets, 
which can better reveal the complexity of biological 
systems. This paper proposes a SMA model to classify 
cancer subtypes successfully. The experimental system 
analyzes three representative cancer multi-omic datasets 
(simulated, single-cell, and cancer multi-omic datasets) in 
three different contexts. 

The SMA model performed well in classification tasks 
when evaluated on simulated multi-omics data. Compared 
to efNN, moGCN, and moGAT models, the SMA model 
had higher feature extraction efficiency and better 
robustness. This may be because the attention mechanism 
can capture long-range dependencies in each omics data 
and perform parallel computation on the entire sequence 
through position encoding, avoiding information loss and 
gradient vanishing. The SMA model also exhibited high 
diagnostic performance when evaluated on single-cell 
datasets. However, the diagnostic performance of efCNN 
and lfCNN models based on CNN architecture was poor. 



This may be because CNN loses more feature details in 
one-dimensional feature extraction, resulting in poor 
diagnostic performance of the model. When evaluated on 
cancer multi-omics datasets, the SMA model achieved the 
best performance in subtype classification of cancer in 
BRCA, GBM, SARC, and STAD. However, the SMA 
model had a misdiagnosis in classifying LUAD. Therefore, 
we believe the SMA model is a standard solution for multi-
omics data classification. 

V. CONCLUSION 

In this study, we propose a supervised SMA model to 
classify cancer subtypes successfully. The attention 
mechanism and feature sharing module of the SMA model 
can successfully learn the global and local feature 
information of multi-omics data. Second, it enriches the 
parameters of the model by deeply fusing the multi-head 
attention mechanism encoder from Siamese through the 
fusion module. Through extensive experimental verification, 
we found that the attention mechanism can obtain rich 
information from the context of multi-omics data. 
Compared to AE, CNN, and GNN-based models, the SMA 
model achieved the highest accuracy, F1 macroscopic, F1 
weighted, and accurately classified cancer subtypes in 
simulated, single cell, and cancer multi-omics datasets. 
Therefore, we contribute to future research on multi-omics 
data using our attention-based approach. 
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