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Abstract. Single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq) has revolutionized our ability to study individual cellular dis-
tinctions and uncover unique cell characteristics. However, a significant technical challenge in scRNA-seq analysis
is the occurrence of ”dropout” events, where certain gene expressions cannot be detected. This issue is particularly
pronounced in genes with low or sparse expression levels, impacting the precision and interpretability of the ob-
tained data. To address this challenge, various imputation methods have been implemented to predict such missing
values, aiming to enhance the analysis’s accuracy and usefulness. A prevailing hypothesis posits that scRNA-seq
data conforms to a zero-inflated negative binomial (ZINB) distribution. Consequently, methods have been devel-
oped to model the data according to this distribution. Recent trends in scRNA-seq analysis have seen the emergence
of deep learning approaches. Some techniques, such as the variational autoencoder, incorporate the ZINB dis-
tribution as a model loss function. Graph-based methods like Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) and Graph
Attention Networks (GAT) have also gained attention as deep learning methodologies for scRNA-seq analysis.
This study introduces scVGAE, an innovative approach integrating GCN into a variational autoencoder frame-
work while utilizing a ZINB loss function. This integration presents a promising avenue for effectively addressing
dropout events in scRNA-seq data, thereby enhancing the accuracy and reliability of downstream analyses. scV-
GAE outperforms other methods in cell clustering, with the best performance in 11 out of 14 datasets. Ablation
study shows all components of scVGAE are necessary. scVGAE is implemented in Python and downloadable at
https://github.com/inoue0426/scVGAE.
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1 Introduction

Single-cell analysis has emerged as a rapidly advancing field in recent years, allowing us to delve into the intricate
details of individual cells [21]. This remarkable progress has led to the development of numerous applications that
significantly enhance our comprehension of biology and drug discovery [11]. However, a pivotal challenge has arisen
within this domain - the dropout phenomenon. Given the imperative to gather data from each cell individually, insuffi-
cient expression levels often impede the extraction of meaningful cellular characteristics. Various methodologies have
been devised to address this issue to recover missing information effectively.

One prominent method is MAGIC [27], renowned for using K-nearest neighbors (KNN) with a Markov chain.
Alternatively, the Deep Count Autoencoder (DCA) [6] approach employs the Zero Inflated Negative Binomial (ZINB)
loss in instances where dropout events are prevalent. It is well-established that the single-cell RNA data distribution
often conforms to the ZINB distribution.

Furthermore, the field has witnessed significant advancements in machine learning, notably the advent of Graph
Neural Networks (GNN) [34]. These innovations have complemented the existing efforts, resulting in novel approaches
that seamlessly integrate these techniques to perform cell clustering while preserving the intrinsic cellular characteris-
tics.

Recently, scTAG [33] introduced a clustering method that utilizes a topology-adaptive graph convolutional autoen-
coder with ZINBLoss. This method employs a graph encoder and a fully connected decoder to predict the distribution
and perform cell clustering from the hidden representation, achieving high prediction accuracy. However, it does not
retain the imputed matrix. In response to the limitation of scTAG, we aim to generate an imputed matrix using the
graph autoencoder and subsequently perform clustering based on this imputed matrix.

We propose a novel method called scVGAE, which integrates ZINBLoss and GCN to enhance imputation while
maintaining cellular information integrity. By harnessing the power of Graph Neural Networks in conjunction with the
Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [16], both of which leverage ZINBLoss, our approach excels in filling in missing data
while faithfully preserving cellular phenotypes.

The main contributions include:
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1. Novel ZINB-Based Graph Autoencoder Approach: Integrates Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial (ZINB) loss with
Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) for scRNA-seq imputation, preserving cell-cell similarity while fitting gene
expression data to appropriate distributions.

2. Compound Loss Function: Combines ZINB loss with reconstruction loss, maintaining original data distribution
while effectively imputing missing values, offering a more flexible and efficient learning process compared to
single-loss approaches.

3. Comprehensive Performance Evaluation: Demonstrates robustness and superiority of the proposed method through
extensive testing on 14 diverse real-world scRNA-seq datasets, outperforming state-of-the-art methods in various
cell clustering metrics.

2 Related Work

2.1 Statistical Methods

Statistical methods are employed to extract information inherent in gene expression statistically. These techniques
excel at distinguishing between biological 0s and mechanical 0s and detecting which genes are expressed correctly,
which can be used as a basis for imputation. Notable examples includ ALRA [20], SDImpute [22], and scISR [26].

2.2 Affinity-based Methods

Affinity-based imputation methods rely on cell or gene similarity to predict dataset missing values. These techniques
typically employ KNN or kernel functions to calculate a similarity matrix and then use this matrix to impute miss-
ing data through matrix multiplication. Examples of affinity-based imputation methods include MAGIC [27], scIm-
pute [19], and DrImpute [8].

2.3 Deep Learning Methods

Deep learning-based approaches utilize feedforward networks, often employing MSE or ZINB loss. In this context,
some methods split the data into training and testing sets for imputation, while others use autoencoders to reconstruct
the original matrix. Several noteworthy examples of these deep learning-based imputation methods include AdIm-
pute [32], DeepImpute [2] and DCA [6].

2.4 Deep Graph Methods

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have become increasingly prevalent in current research within this field. A popular
tool is scGNN2.0 [9], which combines three autoencoders: the feature autoencoder, cluster autoencoder, and graph
attention autoencoder. Through this process, scGNN2.0 generates cell clusters and an imputed matrix. Another method,
GNNImpute [31], is based on an autoencoder constructed with a graph convolution encoder and a linear decoder.
It takes the gene expression data as input and generates an imputed matrix. After generating the imputed matrix,
MSELoss is calculated as a measure of imputation quality or accuracy.

3 Methods

3.1 Data Preprocessing

As input, we use the scRNA gene expression matrix X ∈ Rn×m, with n denoting the row count and m corresponding
to the column count. The initial step involves filtering out genes expressed as non-zero in over 5% of the cells and
genes expressed in more than 5%. Then, the normalization step was conducted, which is defined as below:

Xij =

√
Xij

ΣjXij
. (1)

According to equation 1, the data is rescaled by library normalization, and square root transformation.
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Fig. 1: An overview of scVGAE: A cell-cell network is constructed from input data representing gene expression. The network
informs an affinity matrix via a kernel function that measures cell similarity, and also the input data is concurrently transformed
into a feature matrix for the Graph Convolution layer. Outputs of the graph convolution, capturing mean, dispersion, and dropout
values, contribute to computing the ZINBLoss. The mean output also feeds into a fully connected layer to reconstruct the original
matrix. Reconstruction loss is assessed by augmenting the reconstructed matrix with cell-wise and gene-wise normalized matrices,
facilitating comparison against the original matrix. Through iterative optimization, the refined reconstructed matrix is an imputed
matrix for cell clustering analysis.

3.2 Adjacent matrix

The gene expression data is transformed using the linear kernel function, generating a similarity matrix. Subsequently,
we retain only the highest 85% of values to establish the framework for constructing the graph. The process for graph
creation is detailed as follows:

Sij = XT
i ·Xj ,

A = S ×M,

where Mij =

{
1 if Sij > percent(S, 85)

0 otherwise
.

(2)

In this context, S represents the similarity matrix, X stands for the gene expression matrix, A corresponds to an
adjacency matrix, M functions as a mask applied to establish graph similarities, and percent(S, p) is a function that
returns a threshold value at the specified percentile rank

(
p

100

)
among the elements in S.

Next, in order to derive the symmetrically normalized Laplacian matrix L from A, the following calculations are
executed:

Dii =
∑
j

Aij ,

L = D− 1
2AD− 1

2 .

In this context, Dii represents the summation of edge weights. The term D− 1
2 signifies a matrix obtained through an

element-wise inverse square root transformation of the matrix D.

3.3 Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Distribution

scVGAE employs the Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial (ZINB) loss function in its methodology. This loss function
is well-established and highly suitable for modeling single-cell RNA data distributions [25]. The ZINB distribution
combines two essential distributions: the negative binomial and zero inflation.
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The negative binomial distribution is commonly used to model count data, especially when the variance exceeds
the mean. In the context of biological data, substantial variations in characteristics like cell types, genes, and other
biological factors often lead to overdispersion. Therefore, the negative binomial distribution is employed in single-cell
RNA analysis to represent the baseline expression accurately.

Zero inflation becomes necessary when dealing with specific challenges in single-cell RNA data, including techno-
logical limitations, dropout events, and biological non-expression, which result in numerous zero entries. By merging
these two distributions, we achieve a more precise representation of single-cell RNA data expression patterns.

The formula of ZINBLoss is described as below:

ZINBLoss = log π + (1− π) ∗ NegBinomLoss
NegBinomLoss = − logP (X = x)

= − log (x+ θ − 1)!

(x! ∗ (θ − 1)!) + θ log θ
µ+θ

,

In this formula, π represents the zero-inflation probability, x denotes the expression data, θ signifies the dispersion
parameter, and µ signifies the mean parameter for the negative binomial distribution. The range of π falls between 0
and 1, while θ and µ are positive real numbers.

Our model predicts values for π, θ, and µ to apply them in the ZINBLoss function.

3.4 ZINB-Based Graph Autoencoder

For a normalized Laplacian matrix L , we utilized one GCN layer for the encoder, three GCN layers for mean, dropout,
and dispersion prediction, respectively, and two fully connected layers for the decoder. The encoder is as follows.

Z = Dropout (ReLU (GraphNorm (L ·X ·W ))) , (3)

where Dropout is a dropout layer, ReLU is an activation function, GraphNorm [5] is a graph normalization, L is
the normalized Laplacian matrix, X is a gene expression, and W is a weight matrix. Here, the number of hidden units
is 128. After that, we apply a GCN layer to estimate parameters µ, π, θ in the latent embedded representation Z as
follows:

M = exp (L · Z ·Wµ) ,

Π = sigmoid (L · Z ·Wπ) ,

Θ = exp (L · Z ·Wθ) ,

(4)

where Wµ, Wπ , and Wθ represent the learned weights; M represents the mean parameter matrix, Π is the dropout
probability, and Θ describes dispersion, respectively. In this context, the number of hidden units is 1024, and the
activation function is chosen to align with the definition of each parameter. We choose the sigmoid function because
the dropout probability ranges from 0 to 1. Additionally, we apply the exponential function to ensure non-negative
values for both the mean and dispersion. The negative log-likelihood of the ZINB distribution is employed in the
definition of the ZINBLoss function, as shown below:

LZINB = − log(X|π, µ, θ)

Here, two fully connected layers are also utilized to reconstruct the matrix X̂ from the M as follows.

X̂ = ReLU(BatchNorm(fD(M))),

where X̂ is a reconstruction matrix from cell embedding, BatchNorm is a Batch Normalization, and fD consists of
two fully connected layers with 1024 hidden nodes and a number of input nodes. Since the gene expression data is a
non-negative matrix, we utilize the ReLU function.

In our previous work [13], we proposed a method to integrate normalized gene expression matrices into the impu-
tation process. This approach helps preserve the unique characteristics of genes and cells during imputation:

X̂ = X̂ +BatchNorm(X) +BatchNorm(XT )T (5)
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where X̂ is the imputed matrix, X is the original matrix, and BatchNorm represents Batch Normalization. This nor-
malization makes the data trainable, maintaining specific representations and preventing overfitting. The reconstruction
loss Lr is then calculated as:

Lr =
∥∥∥X − X̂

∥∥∥2
2

3.5 Joint optimization

Here, the joint optimization of the reconstruction and ZINB losses is conducted. We minimize the combined loss
function as follows:

L = αLr + (1− α)LZINB ,

where α represents a weight coefficient used to balance each loss function, where Lr denotes the reconstruction loss
and LZINB represents the ZINB loss. We utilize Adam [15] to optimize jointly.

After optimization, the output matrix can be treated as an imputed matrix, which can then be employed for subse-
quent downstream analysis.

4 Experiments

4.1 scRNA-seq data

We conducted a comprehensive performance comparison of our model against various baseline methods using 14 real-
world scRNA-seq datasets for cell clustering. The 14 scRNA-seq datasets utilized in our experiments were sourced
from recently published papers detailing scRNA-seq experiments and are diverse in terms of species (including mice
and humans) and originating organs (such as the brain, liver, and pancreas). Specifically, these datasets exhibit varying
characteristics with regard to the number of cells (ranging from 1,014 to 22,770), the number of genes (ranging from
10,160 to 27,202), and the number of distinct cell classes (ranging from 8 to 26). All data are publicly available on
GitHub https://github.com/inoue0426/scVGAE-paper.

Table 1: Dataset overview. Accession shows GSE’s accession number, link to the box.com, and Seurat is from the Seurat package.

Data Class Cell Gene Density [%] Accession Reference
Baron 14 1937 20125 9.56 GSE84133 [3]

Brosens 11 5829 20697 8.04 GSE168405 [23]
Carey 10 9082 27202 6.95 SCP1903 [24]
cbmc 15 8617 20501 4.67 GSE100866 [20]
Chang 16 22770 10160 2.89 GSE125527 [4]
Fujii 9 2484 14679 26.74 GSE119969 [7]

hcabm40k 8 12000 17369 5.80 Seurat [10] [20]
Hrvatin 8 7390 19155 7.62 GSE102827 [12]
Jakel 8 8000 21581 5.02 GSE118257 [14]
Jiang 8 1014 25742 24.38 GSE156456 [29]

Manno 26 1977 19531 11.76 GSE76381 [17]
Mingyao 8 6840 13007 9.84 box [18]
pbmc3k 9 2638 13714 6.19 Seurat [10] 10x Genomics

Xu 14 8196 19988 6.94 GSE189539 [29]

4.2 Baseline

The performance of scVGAE was compared with several state-of-the-art scRNA-seq data imputation methods, includ-
ing affinity-based, statistic-based, deep learning, and Deep Graph models.

https://github.com/inoue0426/scVGAE-paper
https://upenn.box.com/s/64c9fsex50g1bhv67893cpdg9c5jqjzo
https://support.10xgenomics.com/single-cell-gene-expression/datasets/1.1.0/pbmc3k
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– Markov Affinity-based Graph Imputation of Cells (MAGIC): MAGIC [27] is a widely recognized affinity-based
imputation method. It leverages the concept of a Markov random walk on a cell-cell similarity graph to estimate
missing values. MAGIC effectively imputes missing data, particularly in single-cell RNA sequencing datasets, by
considering the local neighborhood of cells with similar expression profiles.

– Adaptive Local Relevance Analysis (ALRA): ALRA [20] is a sophisticated statistical imputation method that
adapts to the local data structure. It is well-suited for capturing intricate gene-gene relationships. By considering
the neighboring genes and their interplay, ALRA provides robust imputations that enhance the overall data quality.

– Deep Count Autoencoder (DCA): DCA [6] is another prominent deep learning-based imputation method tailored
for scRNA-seq data. It employs autoencoder to model the data’s underlying structure and dependencies. During
training, DCA minimizes a ZINBLoss to guide the learning process. Once trained, DCA can impute missing values
in a way that respects the intricate relationships between genes and cells in the dataset.

– DeepImpute: DeepImpute [2] is a powerful deep learning-based imputation method designed explicitly for scRNA-
seq data. It utilizes several neural networks to capture the underlying patterns in the data. DeepImpute optimizes
an MSELoss to minimize the discrepancy between observed and imputed values.

– GNNImpute: GNNImpute [31] is an imputation model using graph attention networks (GAT) [28]. Using GAT
layers as encoder and linear layers as decoder, this architecture is employed to reconstruct a masked scRNA matrix
using MSEloss.

4.3 Implementation details

To implement this model, we utilized the following libraries and versions: torch 2.0.1, torch-cluster 1.6.1+pt20cu117,
torch-geometric 2.3.1, torch-scatter 2.1.1+pt20cu117, and torch-sparse 0.6.17+pt20cu117. Detailed implementation
information can be found on GitHub https://github.com/inoue0426/scVGAE.

We began by configuring the first GCN layer with 128 units and a dropout rate 0.2. Subsequently, we matched their
dimensions with the original gene expression matrix for the GCN layers responsible for handling mean, dispersion,
and dropout. The GCN layer dedicated to calculating the mean generated an output, which we passed to a subsequent
fully connected layer with 1024 units to reduce its dimension. Following this, we applied a dropout layer with a rate
of 0.4. Afterward, we employed another fully connected layer to restore the matrix to its original size, completing the
imputation process. We set the parameters α at 0.05 and epochs at 100 during this process. Model optimization was
performed using the Adam algorithm [15] with a learning rate 5e-4. These parameter values and the number of layers
were defined by leveraging Optuna [1] for parameter tuning.

We kept the parameters for the baseline methods the same as those specified in their original papers. Our experi-
ments were conducted on an Ubuntu server with an NVIDIA A40 GPU with 48 GB of memory. We used the default
settings for the initial weights and bias in PyTorch.

4.4 Clustering performance

After applying these techniques, we employed k-means and spectral clustering algorithms with various similarity mea-
sures, including linear kernel, polynomial kernel, and cosine similarity, to generate clustering results. Subsequently,
we utilized two widely accepted clustering evaluation metrics: the Adjusted Rand Index (ARI), and the Adjusted Mu-
tual Information (AMI), to assess and quantify the effectiveness of our approach in comparison to five other baseline
methods. Higher values of these metrics indicate superior clustering performance.

Table 2 compares the clustering performance between scVGAE and baseline methods across 14 scRNA-seq
datasets. Each clustering approach was executed ten times to calculate the average, and the highlighted values in
the table represent the best results. It is evident from the results that our method consistently outperforms the baseline
clustering methods in terms of clustering performance. In addition, our analysis employs the t-test to compare scVGAE
with other methods. The results indicate that all comparisons yield p-values below 0.05, except for the AMI metric
in the case of MAGIC. This consistency in achieving statistically significant results across various metrics further
underscores the robustness and superiority of scVGAE.

4.5 Visualization

Here, we visualize the result using UMAP and TSNE using the Scanpy [30] package. Fig 2 shows the representation of
UMAP space using Brosens data. When compared to Raw and scVGAE, the findings indicate no substantial variance.

https://github.com/inoue0426/scVGAE
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Table 2: Classification performance comparison on 14 scRNA-seq Datasets. The best values among the compared methods are
highlighted in bold.

Metric Dataset scVGAE Original MAGIC ALRA DeepImpute DCA GNNImpute

A
R

I

Baron 0.7278 0.5606 0.7657 0.4235 0.8623 0.6392 0.5165
Brosens 0.5605 0.5083 0.4685 0.4967 0.1991 0.3775 0.3746
Carey 0.7978 0.6598 0.7437 0.6510 0.3750 0.4799 0.7023
cbmc 0.5937 0.4358 0.6622 0.4699 0.3348 0.4432 0.5632
Chang 0.1840 0.1747 0.1620 0.1351 0.1217 0.1502 0.0956
Fujii 0.4792 0.3565 0.4439 0.3462 0.1403 0.1978 0.3041

hcabm40k 0.0940 0.0371 0.0347 0.0895 0.0246 0.0352 0.0370
Hrvatin 0.7914 0.7119 0.7771 0.6021 0.4492 0.6681 0.6282
Jakel 0.6108 0.5043 0.4117 0.4419 0.3589 0.4634 0.4562
Jiang 0.2811 0.3421 0.2871 0.3435 0.1379 0.2612 0.2284

Manno 0.3095 0.2929 0.2123 0.2858 0.1269 0.1726 0.1883
Mingyao 0.2373 0.2303 0.1778 0.2020 0.1629 0.1855 0.1735
pbmc3k 0.6933 0.6381 0.6501 0.6370 0.2911 0.5122 0.5583

Xu 0.7357 0.6749 0.6995 0.6629 0.3445 0.4711 0.6531

A
M

I

Baron 0.7896 0.7500 0.8356 0.7143 0.7691 0.7567 0.6641
Brosens 0.6687 0.6355 0.6494 0.6296 0.3557 0.5506 0.5434
Carey 0.8146 0.7213 0.7782 0.7088 0.5577 0.6164 0.7266
cbmc 0.6855 0.6367 0.7462 0.6437 0.5244 0.6156 0.6258
Chang 0.3244 0.3135 0.3023 0.2558 0.2266 0.2855 0.1941
Fujii 0.5716 0.4767 0.5658 0.4749 0.2289 0.3216 0.4276

hcabm40k 0.1343 0.0525 0.0517 0.1311 0.0420 0.0532 0.0498
Hrvatin 0.8590 0.8514 0.8677 0.7979 0.6888 0.8155 0.6856
Jakel 0.6627 0.6316 0.5875 0.5986 0.4643 0.5718 0.5742
Jiang 0.4789 0.5101 0.4964 0.5360 0.2456 0.4017 0.3974

Manno 0.4735 0.4466 0.4301 0.4574 0.2995 0.3779 0.3680
Mingyao 0.3764 0.3224 0.2942 0.3105 0.2555 0.3039 0.2646
pbmc3k 0.7732 0.7248 0.7649 0.7389 0.4693 0.6661 0.6615

Xu 0.7929 0.7396 0.7814 0.7414 0.4942 0.5811 0.7011

This can likely be attributed to the efficacy of incorporating a normalized matrix in preserving cell information, thus
rendering these two approaches quite analogous. In the case of ALRA and MAGIC, both exhibit difficulties depicting
SS1. ALRA employs SVD to identify biological and technological zeroes while addressing the technological ones.
Sometimes, this fails to identify these zeroes, disrupting distribution. MAGIC also influences the distribution, which
may be attributed to its utilization of K-nearest neighbors (KNN) for constructing a similarity matrix, relying on
local information and potentially giving rise to smaller clusters. In the case of DCA and DeepImpute, their results
suggest that the imputation techniques deployed may erode cell cluster information. Utilizing a feed-forward network
with a ZINB loss function may not be ideal for cell clustering. GNNImpute, on the other hand, appears to induce
a comprehensive alteration of the distribution. While the results may seem distinguishable, the ARI does not yield
favorable outcomes, and UMAP embedding does not straightforwardly represent cell clustering results.

4.6 Ablation Study

In the context of this experiment, we conducted an ablation study to systematically investigate the impact of individual
components within the scVGAE method. Specifically, we performed ablations in five distinct scenarios: 1) Excluding
ZINBLoss, 2) Excluding reconstruction loss, 3) Excluding the addition of normalization, 4) Excluding both ZINBLoss
and the addition of normalization, and 5) Excluding ZINBLoss and including normalization. Table 3 presents the
average values of ARI and AMI obtained across 14 datasets for these five distinct cases when utilizing the scVGAE
method. In summary, all components of the scVGAE method are deemed reasonable and practical.
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Fig. 2: Visualization of scRNA Imputation Results Using 7 Methods with UMAP

Table 3: Investigating the Impact of Components: Component-wise Evaluation in scVGAE

Components ARI NMI
without ZINB 0.4600 0.5788
without Recon 0.4573 0.5592
without adding 0.2398 0.3588

without ZINB&adding 0.2416 0.3529
without Recon&adding 0.1811 0.2815

scVGAE 0.5069 0.6004
Notes: ZINB: ZINB Loss, Recon: Reconstruction Loss, adding: adding cell-wise and gene-wise normalization.

4.7 Speed Assessment

We also evaluated the speed of imputation using the following references: Baron (1937, 20125), Brosens (5829,
20697), Carey (9082, 27202), hcabm40k (12000, 17369), and Chang (22770, 10160). Figure 3 presents the perfor-
mance of six models on five datasets for running speed. It is worth noting that MAGIC, known for its simplicity as
a multiplication model, proved to be the fastest overall. However, for the Chang dataset, scVGAE demonstrated the
highest speed. Our model ranked second fastest among the models, except for the Carey dataset. The Carey dataset,
being the most extensive in terms of genes, and the Chang dataset, having the most substantial cell count, stand out
as exceptions. These findings indicate that our model performs more efficiently on datasets with a high cell count but
lags when dealing with datasets rich in gene information. Nevertheless, scVGAE stands as a reasonable-speed model
when compared to existing models.

5 Conclusion

We present scVGAE, a novel method for imputing and clustering single-cell RNA sequencing data. It employs a
variational graph convolutional autoencoder (VGAE) with ZINBLoss, effectively preserving the intrinsic topological
information derived from cell-cell similarity. A linear kernel is utilized to create this similarity, forming the basis for
constructing the affinity matrix for input into the graph convolutional networks. Furthermore, our ongoing research
involves exploring additional variations, including incorporating functions like the RBF Kernel and cosine similarity.
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Fig. 3: Effect of Data Size on Processing Time: Comparative Evaluation of Multiple Models. The x-axis displays dataset name and
dimensions, while the y-axis represents speed in seconds.

The ZINBLoss function from the encoder is applied to ensure that the matrix conforms to the original distribu-
tion, as scRNA data often follows a zero-inflated negative binomial distribution, as observed in other ZINBLoss-based
methods that have delivered exceptional results. In addition to ZINBLoss, scVGAE also incorporates MSELoss to
maintain the distribution of the original matrix. This dual-loss strategy helps preserve valuable information and en-
hance imputation results, as evidenced in the ablation study.

Overall, scVGAE demonstrates remarkable performance in clustering scRNA-seq data. These findings underscore
the robustness of generative models with ZINBLoss for the imputation task. This result also suggests that exploring
new generative models, such as diffusion and graph diffusion, may prove effective, as no such methods currently exist.
This opens up exciting avenues for future research in this direction, and we plan to investigate these possibilities as
their next research steps.
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28. Veličković, P., Cucurull, G., Casanova, A., Romero, A., Lio, P., Bengio, Y.: Graph attention networks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1710.10903 (2017)

29. Wang, Z., Shao, X., Wang, K., Lu, X., Zhuang, L., Yang, X., Zhang, P., Yang, P., Zheng, S., Xu, X., et al.: Single-cell analysis
reveals a pathogenic cellular module associated with early allograft dysfunction after liver transplantation. bioRxiv pp. 2022–02
(2022)

30. Wolf, F.A., Angerer, P., Theis, F.J.: Scanpy: large-scale single-cell gene expression data analysis. Genome biology 19, 1–5
(2018)

31. Xu, C., Cai, L., Gao, J.: An efficient scrna-seq dropout imputation method using graph attention network. BMC bioinformatics
22, 1–18 (2021)

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2018.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2018.11.016
https://www.cell.com/cell-stem-cell/abstract/S1934-5909(18)30552-6
https://www.cell.com/cell-stem-cell/abstract/S1934-5909(18)30552-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-022-00545-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-022-00545-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-022-00545-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-022-00545-w
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.29.496888
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.29.496888
https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2022.06.29.496888v1
https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2022.06.29.496888v1


scVGAE: A Novel Approach using ZINB-Based Variational Graph Autoencoder for Single-Cell RNA-Seq Imputation 11

32. Xu, L., Xu, Y., Xue, T., Zhang, X., Li, J.: Adimpute: an imputation method for single-cell rna-seq data based on semi-supervised
autoencoders. Frontiers in Genetics 12, 739677 (2021)

33. Yu, Z., Lu, Y., Wang, Y., Tang, F., Wong, K.C., Li, X.: Zinb-based graph embedding autoencoder for single-cell rna-seq
interpretations. In: Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence. vol. 36, pp. 4671–4679 (2022)

34. Zhou, J., Cui, G., Hu, S., Zhang, Z., Yang, C., Liu, Z., Wang, L., Li, C., Sun, M.: Graph neural networks: A review of methods
and applications. AI open 1, 57–81 (2020)


	scVGAE: A Novel Approach using ZINB-Based Variational Graph Autoencoder for Single-Cell RNA-Seq Imputation

