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Abstract

Spatial transcriptomics (ST) enables the visualization of gene ex-
pression within the context of tissue morphology. This emerging dis-
cipline has the potential to serve as a foundation for developing tools
to design precision medicines. However, due to the higher costs and
expertise required for such experiments, its translation into a regular
clinical practice might be challenging. Despite the implementation of
modern deep learning to enhance information obtained from histolog-
ical images using AI, efforts have been constrained by limitations in
the diversity of information. In this paper, we developed a model,
HistoSPACE that explore the diversity of histological images available
with ST data to extract molecular insights from tissue image. Our
proposed study built an image encoder derived from universal image
autoencoder. This image encoder was connected to convolution blocks
to built the final model. It was further fine tuned with the help of ST-
Data. This model is notably lightweight in compared to traditional
histological models. Our developed model demonstrates significant ef-
ficiency compared to contemporary algorithms, revealing a correlation
of 0.56 in leave-one-out cross-validation. Finally, its robustness was
validated through an independent dataset, showing a well matched
preditction with predefined disease pathology.
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1 Introduction

In modern biomedicine, understanding the relationship between spatial or-
ganization and gene expression within the tissue is of great significance [1,2].
Traditional transcriptome analysis using sequencing has greatly expanded
our knowledge of genetic profiles. However, they often fail to capture the
spatial heterogeneity that characterizes complex biological systems [3, 4].
This limitation is obvious when investigating diseases with heterogeneity.
For example, in cancer, the tumor microenvironment (TME) and cell-to-cell
interactions play pivotal roles in disease progression and therapeutic re-
sponses [5–7]. To understand such phenomena, spatial transcriptomics (ST)
has emerged as a groundbreaking methodology for bridging this fundamen-
tal gap. It captures spatially resolved transcript expression using bar-coded
DNA, which distinguishes different spots in the tissue, similar to the Carte-
sian plane. Each spot position contains two to dozens of cells varying with
different ST technologies [8, 9]. So, we have a gene expression profile vec-
tor for hundreds of spots, collectively representing multiple points across
the entire tissue. The data collected from spatial transcriptomics allows
us to investigate gene expression patterns within the structural context of
tissues [10–12]. This approach has improved our understanding of various
biological phenomena, from the developmental processes of spermatids [13]
to the pathological mechanisms underlying cancer and other metabolic dis-
ease like diabetes [14,15].

Notwithstanding the great progress in spatial transcriptomics, its com-
plete potential remains underexplored. The constraints primarily arise from
two critical factors: The prohibitive cost associated with experimentation
and the substantial expertise required [16]. In contrast, whole-slide im-
ages (WSIs) offer a more cost-effective and readily accessible alternative.
Histopathology analysis of tumor biopsy sections remains a cornerstone of
clinical oncology. Such as visual inspection of hematoxylin and eosin (H&E)-
stained WSIs provide valuable insights into tissue morphology. Histopathol-
ogy is a routine practice in clinical settings for accurate diagnoses and grad-
ing [17,18]. Notably, WSIs have demonstrated a high correlation with bulk
gene expression, serving as the foundation model for predicting gene expres-
sion profiles [19–22].

In the contemporary biomedical research landscape, combining deep
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learning (DL) techniques with histology has emerged as a formidable tool.
The application ranges from deciphering intricate cellular structures, de-
tecting subtle pathological changes, and identifying biomarkers indicative of
disease states, all with high accuracy [23–26]. Such advancements have
augmented the capabilities of pathologists by automating tasks such as
mitosis detection, quantifying tumor immune infiltration, classifying can-
cer subtypes, and grading tumors [27–31]. The recent successes of DL in
biomedicine provided us with a solid foundation to bridge the gap between
molecular signatures and WSIs. The integration of molecular profiling is
important in deciphering the intricate tissue heterogeneity within the con-
text of disease [15]. This amalgamation of cutting-edge technologies has
the potential to revolutionize drug discovery by harnessing histology for the
identification and development of personalized medicine [32]. Deep learning
algorithms can be trained to process spatial transcriptomic data, allowing
for the extraction of biologically meaningful information from the complex
datasets generated by this technology [33]. By integrating these two pow-
erful approaches, researchers can discern patient-specific variations in tissue
composition and gene expression. The ability to glean detailed molecular
insights from individual patient tissue samples, coupled with the predictive
capabilities of deep learning, promises to accelerate the development of per-
sonalized therapeutics. By tailoring drug candidates to the unique molecular
signatures of each patient, we stand on the precipice of a paradigm shift in
healthcare, where treatments are more effective and safer, with reduced ad-
verse effects.

Some initial work was done to integrate ST with histology. Among the
available approaches, some rely on deploying complex neural network archi-
tectures. While promising, these models introduce certain technical chal-
lenges. Their computational demands often necessitate significant hardware
resources, potentially limiting their practical utility, especially when working
with large-scale datasets or in resource-constrained environments. Addition-
ally, the intricate nature of these neural architectures can lead to challenges
in generalization across different datasets and biological contexts. This work
aims to develop a novel autoencoder-based algorithm, HistoSPACE, for gene
expression prediction from histological images. This algorithm seeks to bal-
ance model complexity and accuracy, offering a compact yet powerful solu-
tion for spatial transcriptomic profiling.

The main contribution of this work is as follows,

1. Developed an auto-encoder base image feature extractor,

2. Proposed a methodology for gene expression prediction from histology
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images.

2 Literature review

We reviewed the literature on auto-encoder models for images and spatial
transcriptomics pattern prediction from H&E images. These elements serve
as the foundation of our study, guiding our exploration of existing research.

2.1 Autoencoders for Images

Autoencoders have emerged as powerful tools for image analysis and fea-
ture extraction in various domains, including the biological sciences. They
have demonstrated their versatility in capturing intricate patterns within
complex biological images, enabling researchers to gain deeper insights into
various biological phenomena [34, 35]. Autoencoders have proven valuable
in biological imaging for image denoising and restoration tasks. By training
autoencoders on noisy or degraded biological images, researchers can effec-
tively remove artifacts and enhance the image quality, thus improving the
accuracy of subsequent analyses [36,37].

Furthermore, autoencoders have found applications in feature learning
and representation. In cellular and tissue imaging, these models can identify
relevant features and structures, such as organelles, nuclei, or cell types
[38–40].

Another noteworthy application is in image classification as a transfer
learning approach, where autoencoders are employed as feature extractors of
images. Connecting the encoder part of these models is a powerful solution in
biomedical image classification, such as predicting Parkinson [41], COVID-
19 diagnosis [42], lung nodule classification [43]. These work as foundational
models to mitigate the challenge of limited labelled data and enhance the
performance of classification models.

2.2 Expression prediction

Several established approaches have exhibited promising outcomes in the
domain of predicting gene expression from histology images, encompassing
methods such as HE2RNA [44], ST-Net [45], HisToGene [46], hist2rna [19],
Hist2ST [20], and others [21, 22]. Among them, ST-Net and His2ST have
emerged as two major techniques for forecasting spatially resolved expres-
sion patterns from H&E images. These methods treat the task of expression
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prediction as regression problems, employing feed-forward training mecha-
nisms. ST-Net incorporates a densenet121 image encoder followed by a fully
connected layer, while HisToGene harnesses a vision transformer backbone
with an expanded field of view.

While methods targeting tissue-level bulk expression prediction gener-
ally achieve good correlation, they are typically unable to generate spatially
resolved expression profiles (as observed with HE2RNA). On the other hand,
existing methods capable of generating spatially resolved expression predic-
tions have limitations, including a lack of external evaluation, restrictions
on the predicted gene sets, and susceptibility to overfitting [22].

3 Methodology

The proposed algorithm presents a multi-model framework designed to en-
hance the interpretability and performance of spatial transcriptomics pre-
diction (See Figure 1). Initially, an end-to-end image autoencoder is trained
on distinct and independent breast cancer datasets, allowing it to capture
intricate data representations.

The autoencoder’s encoder component is leveraged as a feature extractor
in this algorithm’s final stage. These extracted features were subsequently
utilized by adding custom convolution operations followed by fully connected
layers for gene expression prediction. This multi-step approach enhances
the predictive accuracy and sheds light on the critical features and patterns
associated with the expression.

3.1 Image Autoencoder

Building an autoencoder involves designing an architecture with an encoder
to compress input data and a decoder to reconstruct it [47]. The encoder
consists of three convolution blocks responsible for extracting hierarchical
features. The shape of the first convolution block is similar to the size of
an input image. The output channels are 32 - 64 -128 in respective blocks.
This increased depth helps to capture complex and abstract features as we
move towards deep layers [48]. The convolution block has a convolution
layer, batch normalization, ReLU activation, and max-pooling layer. Batch
normalization helps to stabilize and accelerate the model training, and the
max-pooling layer is used to down-sample the spatial dimensions [49, 50].
The decoder architecture also follows the same depth pattern but in reverse
order. An up-sampling layer replaces its convolution layer, and the last
layer is sigmoidal, which helps to stabilize the pixel value during image
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reconstruction [51]. During training, the model minimizes the reconstruction
loss, which measures the difference between the input and the output, a
mean squared error (MSE) in our case. The training aims to optimize the
model’s parameters with minimal loss, ensuring that the autoencoder can
faithfully reconstruct the input data.

Autoencoder Loss (LAE) =
N∑
i=1

||xi − x̂i||2, (1)

where xi represents the input image, and x̂i represents the image recon-
structed by the autoencoder. The number of samples is represented by N .

Figure 1: Brain of HistoSPACE: This is a complete framework consisting
of two major components, an image autoencoder and an expression predic-
tion model. The upper portion shows the image encoder-decoder network.
The lower left shows the components of the convolution block, which are
convolution, batch normalization, Relu and maximum pooling layers. The
lower right shows, where encoder is connected with convolution blocks to
predict the spatial expression.
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3.2 Building expression prediction model

The final model relies on the encoder component of our trained autoen-
coders. This component is a feature extractor of histology images for the
final model. We added new layers to the encoder and proposed a gene
expression prediction model. The extracted features were mapped with cor-
responding gene expression data and only trained the additional layer in the
model. The final trained model is HistoSPACE, which stands for Histology-
Inspired Spatial Transcriptome Prediction And Characterization Engine.
The HistoSPACE architecture is designed with careful consideration of both
the encoder’s output and the requirements of the gene expression prediction
task. The final model was tested by adding a few convolution blocks. The
Convolution block has a convolution, batch normalization, ReLU activation,
and max-pooling layer. These components work together to ensure that rel-
evant spatial information is captured. These convoluted features, denoted
as Z, were then connected to fully connected layers to map the extracted
features to gene expression levels. The nodes in the last fully connected
layers equal the number of predicted genes, catering to the image regression
problem.

Ŷ = Ffc(Z), (2)

here, Z represents the encoded features, and Ffc or fully connected repre-
sents the custom layers responsible for making the gene expression predic-
tions. The purpose of these Ffc layers is to translate these features into

predictions of gene expression, denoted as Ŷ .
The model was finalized by systematically increasing the complexity of

the added layers. Specifically, we augment the model by introducing an
additional convolutional block and increasing the dimensionality of the fully
connected layers. These architectural modifications enhance the model’s
capacity to learn intricate patterns in the gene expression data.

3.3 Selecting the loss functions

The objective of this model is to predict gene expression from histology
images. Predicting continuous value from a model comes under regression
tasks, where selecting an appropriate loss function is pivotal to the model’s
performance. The usual choices of loss function for such task are Mean
Squared Error (MSE) and Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE), calculated as
the average of the squared differences between predicted and actual values,
which strongly emphasises outliers. While RMSE, the square root of MSE,
measures the average error with the same emphasis on outliers, it is more
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Algorithm 1 Predicting Spatial Gene Expression from Histology Images

Input: Histology images
Output: Predicted gene expression
Step 1: Preprocessed Histology Images

• Convert the histology images into small patches.

Step 2: Train an Image Autoencoder

• Initialize the image autoencoder.

• Train the autoencoder using the small image patches.

• Perform multiple calibration iterations to fine-tune the autoencoder.

• Obtain the final autoencoder model.

Step 3: Extract Encoder from Autoencoder

• Extract the encoder part from the final autoencoder.

Step 4: Build the Gene Expression Predictor

• Add a convolutional layer after the encoder.

• Add two fully connected (FC) layers to the model.

• Configure the model for gene expression prediction.

Step 5: Training

• Train the model using the histology images and corresponding gene
expression data.

Step 6: Gene Expression Prediction

• Use the trained model to predict gene expression from new histology
images.
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interpretable as it is in the same units as the target variable. However, MSE
and RMSE can be sensitive to outliers, which may be present in real-world
gene expression data.

In contrast, the Huber loss function offers a robust alternative. It com-
bines MSE and Mean Absolute Error (MAE) characteristics. Employing
a squared loss for more minor errors and an absolute loss for more signif-
icant errors, where a hyperparameter controls the balance, often denoted
as δ. This inherent adaptability allows the Huber loss to effectively handle
outliers, making it less prone to their influence than MSE or RMSE.

MSE(xi, x̂i) =

N∑
i=1

||xi − x̂i||2, (3)

where xi is input and x̂i is the predicted expression, respectively. N is the
number of samples.

RMSE(xi, x̂i) =

√√√√ N∑
i=1

||xi − x̂i||2, (4)

where xi is input and x̂i is the predicted expression, respectively. N is the
number of samples.

Hδ(y, f(x)) =

{
1
2(y − f(x))2, if |y − f(x)| ≤ δ,

δ(|y − f(x)| − 1
2δ), otherwise,

(5)

where y is input and f(x) is the predicted expression respectively. The
smoothening parameter is defined as δ.

3.4 Performance evaluation using correlation

To evaluate the performance of models, we are calculating pearson corre-
lation coefficient (r) between predicted expression profile with actual/true
expression profile of a sample,

r =

∑n
i=1(xi − x)(yi − y)√∑n

i=1(xi − x)2
∑n

i=1(yi − y)2
(6)

where x and y represent true and predicted expression values respec-
tively, i has maximum value of n which is total number of genes for that
sample.

Final performance is reported by taking average of r for all such samples
in consideration.
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4 Experiments and Evaluations

4.1 Datasets

This study uses three publicly available datasets, each described below.

Figure 2: Effect of image normalization. (A) Raw image. (B) Color
cast removed. (C) Stain normalized with the reference image. (D) Combine
the effect of color cast removal and stain normalization.

4.1.1 ICIAR Dataset

This dataset contains microscopy images labelled as normal, benign, in situ
carcinoma, or invasive carcinoma according to the predominant cancer type
in each image [52]. Two medical experts performed the annotation, and
the study did not consider images with disagreement. Each category has
100 images for training and 25 for testing, leading to total of 400 and 100,
respectively.
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Figure 3: Building the autoencoder model. (A-C) The learning curve
of training and test data for the three models, basic to advanced. (D-F) The
prediction images from the testing tile set for the basic to advanced models
show better imaging features captured.

4.1.2 STNet Dataset

This study encompasses 23 patients diagnosed with breast cancer [45]. This
dataset has three microscope images of H&E-stained tissue slides for each
patient, coupled with corresponding spatial transcriptomics data. Within
a single tissue section, spatial transcriptomics quantifies RNA expression
within spots featuring 100 µm diameter, arranged in a grid with a center-
to-center distance of 200 µm.

4.1.3 HER2 Dataset

To capture the model’s generalization and present a case study for precision
oncology, we have used this dataset [53]. Spatial transcriptome profiles were
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generated from eight breast cancer patients using the 10× Visium platform.

4.2 Image standardization technique

Stain normalization plays a pivotal role in histology for deep learning due
to its importance in enhancing the quality and consistency of histological
images. The primary reason for stain normalization is to mitigate the vari-
ability in staining procedures and image acquisition techniques commonly
encountered in histology. These variations can introduce unwanted arti-
facts, such as color casts, shadows, and gradients, hindering deep learning
models’ accurate interpretation of tissue features. The raw image without
processing often exhibits shadows and unnecessary color gradients, which
can be misleading for deep learning algorithms (see Figure 2A). Removing
color cast helps eliminate additional background color, improving the im-
age’s clarity and reducing noise (see Figure 2B). Stain normalization further
enhances image quality by freeing it from staining artifacts, ensuring consis-
tent color representation across different samples (see Figure 2C). Combining
color cast removal and stain normalization produces well-prepared images
for deep learning algorithms (see Figure 2D). These processed images pro-
vide a clean and uniform representation of tissue structures, facilitating the
algorithms’ accurate feature extraction and analysis.

4.3 Image feature extractor from autoencoder

We present the results of three different iterations of autoencoder models
(see supplementary figure s1), denoted as AutoEncoder 1, AutoEncoder
2, and AutoEncoder 3. Each variant incorporates unique architectural el-
ements, as illustrated by Figure 3. Our evaluation of these variations is
rooted in analysing their respective learning curves and the overall qual-
ity of the images they generate. The input to the autoencoder comprises
non-overlapping image tiles, each measuring 128X128 pixels. These tiles
are extracted from H&E (Hematoxylin and Eosin) images from the ICIAR
Dataset. Using non-overlapping image tiles allows us to comprehensively
explore the autoencoders’ capabilities in reconstructing the image features.

AutoEncoder-1 represents the baseline model with only max-pooling lay-
ers. While this model achieved an error of 0.0048 and exhibited some pattern
recognition, the generated images appeared hazy and needed more fine de-
tails.

In AutoEncoder-2, we introduced an additional ReLU activation layer to
enhance the model’s ability to capture nonlinear patterns. This modification
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decreased the error from 0.0048 to 0.0034 and improved pattern recognition,
but the generated images retained some blur effect.

AutoEncoder-3 represents the most advanced version of our autoen-
coders, featuring both ReLU activation layers and batch normalization. No-
tably, the learning curve for this model stabilized over 150 epochs, show-
casing a good learning behavior characterized by progressively decreasing
error rates led to 0.002. Moreover, the images generated by AutoEncoder-3
demonstrated better clarity and finer details than the previous models.

Figure 4: Using encoder to build the final model by extending over
a few CNN layers. (A) Less complex model showing better learning curve.
(B) A more complex model shows an inconsistent relation in training testing
data.

These results underscore the significance of incorporating nonlinear acti-
vation functions and batch normalization into our autoencoder architecture.
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AutoEncoder-3 emerged as the most promising choice, offering improved
learning capabilities and generating high-quality images with enhanced de-
tails.

4.4 Building the HistoSPACE model

The HistoSPACE model uses the STNet Dataset, which has spatial expres-
sions for corresponding H&E images. These expression values will work as
a supervision label for model training. To obtain our final model, we were
required to add additional layers to the encoder to predict the spatial gene
expression. Hence, we conducted a series of experiments to evaluate the im-
pact of model complexity over performance, specifically by augmenting the
number of layers in our architecture. We extended our baseline model with
additional layers in our investigations, progressively increasing its complex-
ity. To comprehensively assess these variations, we employed three distinct
configurations, allowing us to gauge the influence of complexity on model
performance under diverse circumstances.

The model was finalized based on its performance in terms of correla-
tion. Our findings indicate that the less complex model consistently exhibits
higher correlation and displays a more favorable convergence behavior (Fig-
ure 4), suggesting that an overly complex architecture may not necessar-
ily yield improved results. These observations were further corroborated
through testing across various configurations (See supplementary fig-
ure s2) to obtain our final model with a single convolution block and two
fully connected layers augmented in the image encoder. This final model,
HistoSPACE, gives a correlation of 0.56 between predicted and actual ex-
pression values.

4.5 Compare with the existing model

We are comparing our model’s performance with one of the foundational
models, the STNet model, for this task. We have performed a detailed
comparison of model learning behavior and case-specific predicted results.
STNet is a benchmark for assessing the progress and refinement of subse-
quent models developed in this domain. By comparing these two models, we
gain valuable insights into the extent of performance enhancement achieved
in our model.

We observe the correlation between the predicted and actual values for
the STNet model over 50 training epochs (Figure 5B). The gradual and
linear increase in correlation indicates that the STNet model continues to
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learn from the dataset as training progresses.

Figure 5: Comparison of HistoSPACE with STNet with leaving
one out validation scheme. (A) Growing learning curve of STNet till 50
epochs. (B) Learning saturation achieved by our model in 50 epochs. (C-D)
Expression distribution of both the algorithms for non-cancer/cancer tiles
in particular samples.

The correlation trend for our model is shown in Figure 5A. Unlike STNet,
correlating 0.01, our model exhibits a power-law-like correlation increase up
to 0.56. It implies that the HistoSPACE model rapidly learns during the
initial training epochs, reaching a high correlation relatively quickly. Subse-
quently, the model fine-tunes its performance at a slower rate. HistoSPACE
has reached between 0.5 and 0.6, where additional training may yield dimin-
ishing or no improvements. This comparison with the STNet model suggests
that our model has made substantial progress and possibly offers enhanced
predictive capabilities for this dataset.
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Figure 6: Predicted expression on unseen data compared with other models
trained on the same data. The truth column represents the actual expression
for two gene GNAS and HLA-B.

4.6 Performance evaluation of HistoSPACE with novel data

Spatial transcriptome profiles are unstable, which might lead to unexpect-
edly poor prediction results in unknown data. So, here, we are using the Her2
dataset to evaluate the robustness of our model. We have also compared
our model with HIST2ST, built on this data, but our model has never seen
this dataset. We are assessing the performance of our model in predicting
gene expression patterns, particularly for genes GNAS and HLA-B, which
are two high-performing genes. Our model achieved a correlation of 0.56
for GNAS and 0.36 for HLA-B compared to the reference model HIST2ST,
which achieved correlations of 0.57 for GNAS and 0.42 for HLA-B on the
same dataset.
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Figure 7: The tissue physiology captured our algorithm compared
to the ground truth. (A) The true morphology annotated by a pathol-
ogist. (B) The distinction captured by predicted expression from our algo-
rithm between cancer and non-cancer regions. (C) The truth table shows
the number of elements are matched in original cluster and predicted clus-
ters. The original annotation has been clubbed as cluster 1 for invasive
cancer and cluster 2 for breast glands, connective tissue, undetermined and
adipose tissue.

Notably, both genes, GNAS and HLA-B, exhibited a strong positive
correlation with our model, indicating the effectiveness of our approach in
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capturing and predicting gene expression profiles. Even more compelling is
that our model demonstrated this high level of correlation without ever be-
ing exposed to the specific dataset used for HIST2ST training. To visualize
the expression patterns, we plotted the results, and it is evident from the
figures that our model’s predictions closely align with those of the HIST2ST
model, despite our algorithm being entirely unfamiliar with the dataset used
for HIST2ST training. This observation underscores the ability of our model
to generalize expression patterns to unseen and diverse datasets, showcasing
its robustness and utility in predicting gene expression from histology images
(Figure 6). We further investigated the capability of our algorithm to predict
gene expression patterns while capturing the underlying tissue morphology,
distinguishing between cancerous and non-cancerous regions. Our algorithm
was good at predicting gene expression and demonstrated the capacity to
construct the annotated tissue morphology. Our evaluation found that our
model effectively discriminated between cancerous and non-cancerous tissue
regions, aligning its predictions with the annotated morphology. This align-
ment was substantiated by our algorithm consistently associating specific
gene expression patterns with the respective cancer and non-cancer regions
(Figure 7). This observation underscores the potential of our model in cap-
turing the spatial patterns exhibited by genes while accurately reflecting
the underlying tissue context. By effectively discerning between cancerous
and non-cancerous areas, our model holds promise as a valuable tool for
dissecting intricate gene expression relationships within tissue morphology.

5 Discussion

In this study, we presented an algorithm designed for better expression
prediction from histology images. Currently, spatial expression analysis is
home to a limited number of existing algorithms, such as STNet [45] and
Hist2ST [20]. However, these established algorithms exhibit predictive cor-
relation as low as 0.1-0.3 and employ complex models such as pre-trained
DenseNet121 [54] and transformer [55] emended with GNN. Assessing AI
models on independent datasets is crucial to understanding how well they
perform on other datasets [56]. In this context, it is essential to highlight
that these models have yet to undergo testing on independent datasets,
raising concerns about generalizing effectively. This compelling motivation
led to the development of our model, HistoSPACE. Notably, HistoSPACE
adopts a more streamlined model architecture, distinguishing itself by its
simplicity, efficiency and robustness.
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In practice, feature extraction is vital for image classification, but the
image may only sometimes align directly with the output labels during su-
pervised learning. This leads to a poorly trained model that needs to capture
the right signal to make a good prediction on the test dataset. To enhance
model performance, an independent feature extractor like autoencoder could
be employed [57,58]. This feature extractor effectively captures relevant fea-
tures, as they are unsupervised and require no explicit supervised labels [59].
Leveraging the extracted features from an unsupervised task can be coupled
with a supervised one for better performance with a more effective and ac-
curate final model. This methodology will perform better because it does
not need to extract explicit features from the images.

HistoSPACE works on a similar principle as image regression is not a
common supervision task. It begins with an image autoencoder designed to
regenerate the image close to the original, with a deficient reconstruction
error of 0.002. The autoencoder effectively regenerates images, remaining
faithful to the original inputs. Subsequently, our core algorithm harnessed
the encoder component as a feature extractor. The resultant model offers a
correlation of 0.56 between predicted and actual expressions, surpassing the
performance of STNet, the precursor algorithm associated with this dataset.

We extended our testing on an independent dataset, which is used to
develop Hist2ST [20]. The performance of our model on this new data
remained the same compared to our training data, demonstrating its ro-
bustness. It should be noted that its performance was at par with Hist2ST
despite not being trained on that specific dataset. Our final trained model
is 30 times smaller in storage size than Hist2ST. HistoSPACE is a com-
paratively simpler model with good and robust performance, promising its
potential to be applied to different datasets as a general model.

As a final step, we explored its possible application toward mechanis-
tic understanding driven by image-based tasks. We formed two clusters
using predicted expression values from our HistoSPACE model. Then we
compared this cluster with true annotations of cancers and non cancer re-
gions performed by the pathologists. We found that out of 295 elements
available in both the clusters, we were able to capture 258 element success-
fully. Notably, our algorithm demystifies images in terms of true expression,
which offers a mechanistic approach to classifying cancer and non-cancer
tiles, providing a distinct perspective from conventional image classification
models. This thorough evaluation established the robustness and versatil-
ity of HistoSPACE in handling independent datasets and its potential for
diverse biomedical applications.

Before ending the article, we would like to mention that HistoSPACE
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outperforms peer models in terms of simplicity and generalization, but it
has yet to undergo evaluation for organ-specific or cross-organ expression
prediction. This avenue holds promise for future exploration. We anticipate
that, notwithstanding its current limitations, our algorithm will pave the
way for innovative advancements in precision medicine.
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