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Abstract 
Over the past few years, technological advances have allowed for measurement of omics data 

at the cell level, creating a new type of data generally referred to as single-cell (sc) omics. On 

the other hand, the so-called spatial omics are a family of techniques that generate biological 

information in a spatial domain, for instance, in the volume of a tissue. In this survey, we are 

mostly interested in the intersection between sc and spatial (scs) omics and in the challenges 

and opportunities that this new type of data pose for downstream data analysis methodologies. 

Our goal is to cover all major omics modalities, including transcriptomics, genomics, 

epigenomics, proteomics and metabolomics.  
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1 Introduction 

Omics data refer to high-dimensional biochemical data at molecular level generated from highly 

sensitive and selective analytical instrumentation. Omics technologies are advancing rapidly, 

improving on throughput, reliability, and coverage in various domains. There are different 

technological trends to generate omics data based on the molecules of interest (i.e.: nucleic 

acids, proteins, metabolites, etc.). Methods based on sequencing [1] characterize nucleic acid 

sequences in the modalities of genomics, transcriptomics, and metagenomics. Spectrometric 

and spectroscopic technologies [2] enable characterization primarily in proteomics and 

metabolomics. Sequencing and spectrometry technologies have traditionally been developed 

independently, pushed forward by different technological communities.    

Over the past few years, technological advances have allowed for measurement of omics 

features at the cell level, creating a new type of data generally referred to as single-cell (sc) 

omics [3], in contrast to the traditional ‘bulk’ omics that account for the total amount of omics 

features within a sample. sc omics technologies allow us to understand feature variations 

across cells, and to better infer cell-to-cell interactions. Alongside sc omics, the so-called spatial 

omics are a family of techniques that generate biological information in a spatial domain, of 

special interest to study the dynamics of biological conditions within tissues. Nature declared 

spatial transcriptomics method of the year in 2021 [4], and spatial multi-omics one of the seven 

technologies to watch in 2022 [5]. Spatial omics was also listed as one of the top 10 emerging 

technologies in 2023 by the World Economic Forum [6].  

sc and spatial omics refer to two complementary characteristics: sc technologies do not 

necessarily provide information that is resolved in space [7] and some spatial technologies have 

resolutions lower than the cell level [8], [9], and so cannot be regarded as sc. Technologies 

which provide both omics features resolved in space and at sc resolution can be regarded as sc 

spatial (or scs) technologies. scs omics technologies undoubtedly represent one of the most 

powerful approaches today to understand disease propagation in both time and space [10], [11] 

while disentangling the complex biological interactions in differentiated cell populations [12], 

[13].  

Omics data present several challenges for analysis and interpretation. Analytical instruments 

produce convoluted signals that require sophisticated pre-processing approaches, both for 

sequencing [14], [15] and spectrometry data [16], [17]. Furthermore, the biological variability of 

interest needs to be distinguished from confounding factors [18], [19] such as batch effects and 

other experimental factors and/or artifacts. These confounders can be more significant and 

numerous when combining multiple omics modalities [20]. Finally, capturing and integrating high 

resolution (e.g., sc) and/or spatio-temporal characteristics introduces additional challenges for 

the interpretation of experimental omics data [21], [22]. 

The evolution of sc and spatial omics has been heterogeneous across modalities, as illustrated 

in Figure 1. Research on spatially resolved features precedes that of sc resolution in most 

modalities. The fields of genomics and proteomics were the first to fully exploit spatial 

information (Figure 1(a)). Yet, it should be noted that the term ‘spatial’, when associated to 

different omics areas, has been used with disparate meanings, see for instance the discussion 



by Bouwman et al. about spatial genomics, 3D genomics and multiregion sequencing [23]. 

Figure 1(a) also shows that recent years have seen a surge of interest in spatial data from 

metabolomics but especially transcriptomics experiments. Regarding sc technologies (Figure 

1(b)), all modalities have achieved an exponentially growing interest from the community, with 

sc genomics and transcriptomics now quickly becoming routine. If we combine both sc and 

spatial methods, the evolution in transcriptomics research is such that technologies in the field 

change so much from one year to the next, that there is a need for constant innovation in data 

analysis to derive the most accurate conclusions from the experimental evidence.  

 

(a) 
(b) 

Fig 1. Number of papers published according to the omics modality: (a) spatial and (b) single-cell. 

Information extracted from the Web of Knowledge using the key words in the legend. 

 

In this review, we are mostly interested in the intersection between sc and spatial (scs) omics 

and in the challenges and opportunities that this new type of data pose for downstream data 

analysis methodologies. Our goal is to cover all major omics modalities, including 

transcriptomics, genomics, epigenomics, proteomics and metabolomics. This review fills a gap 

of previous surveys, more concerned with sc technologies not necessarily spatially resolved, 

and in one or a subset of modalities [8], [24], [25], [26], [27]. The closest survey is by 

Vandereyken et al. [28], with an excellent discussion on the integration of different sc and 

spatial modalities. In comparison, our survey is more concerned with data analysis and machine 

learning tools, and with the challenges and opportunities to model the spatial information. 

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains a glossary of terms to clarify 

the discussion in the paper. Section 3 reviews the analytical technologies that produce scs 

omics in different modalities. Given the fast evolution in several modalities, especially spatial 

transcriptomics, we provide only a picture of current technologies and practices. Section 4 

summarizes the major steps in the computational pipelines and discusses the structure of 

spatially resolved data. Section 5 describes common visualization techniques based on 

dimensionality reduction that are used for sc, spatial and scs data, with an emphasis on how 



spatial information is treated. Section 6 discusses approaches in Machine Learning that can be 

leveraged to model spatial data. Finally, Section 7 draws the conclusions. 

2  Glossary of terms 

Omics features: Relative quantification of biological units: genes, transcripts, proteins, 

metabolites, depending on the omics modality. 

Feature resolution: The level at which different biological units may be properly discriminated 

against. 

Spatial resolution: The finest spatial spot in which we can measure omics features (e.g., nm, 

µm, mm). The more spatial resolution, the smaller the spatial units for which omics 

measurements can be retrieved. Spatial resolution does not imply that the feature is spatially 

resolved (or spatially located) in a tissue. Spatial resolution is often specified in size levels, like 

at nm/µm/mm level, cell level, subcellular level, etc. 

Spatial localization: The ability to locate a measurement. We can say that the measurement is 

spatially located or resolved. When applied to omics, it indicates that the measurement can be 

located in the surface or the volume of the biological sample. Spatial localization does not imply 

any spatial resolution. 

Cell size: Cell size in the literature can often be understood as mass, volume, or diameter. In 

the context of sc omics, we are interested in the diameter, which is in equivalent units as the 

spatial resolution. Cell diameter depends on the cell type, ranging from 0.5 µm to hundreds of 

µm. 

Bulk omics: The acquisition and analysis of omics features in the total sample. While this is the 

traditional approach to omics data, the name ‘bulk’ was coined recently and as the opposite to 

‘single-cell’, implying the idea that bulk features are extracted as aggregated features in the 

entire population of cells. 

Single-cell (sc) omics: The acquisition and analysis of the omics features per cell or, 

equivalently, at a spatial resolution equivalent to a cell size. Therefore, sc omics is concerned 

with resolution, but not localization. 

Spatial omics: The acquisition and analysis of omics features resolved (located) in space. 

Therefore, spatial omics are concerned with localization, but not resolution. 

scs omics: The acquisition and analysis of omics features at the cell-size resolution and 

resolved (located) in space.   

Modalities: Alternative data structures collected from omics acquisition technologies, which can 

vary in the molecule of interest (genomics, epigenomics, transcriptomics, proteomics, 

metabolomics), in the data organization (bulk, sc, spatial, scs) and/or in the specific acquisition 

technology.  

Unimodal omics: Omics data for a single modality, also referred to as single-omics or mono-

omics. 



Multimodal omics: Omics data for the combination of several modalities, also popularly 

referred to as multi-omics. 

Subcellular level: Higher resolution than the cell, often to study the specific organization of 

molecules within the cell (e.g., in terms of the organelle where the feature is measured, or 

structural units in 3D genomics). 

Location reference system: Location information associated to omics features can be 

provided in different ways: within one or several grid cells in a 2D/3D grid, within one or several 

pixels/voxels in an image, or within one biological unit (organelle, cell or region) in a biological 

network. The latter is the most useful but complex to gather, since it requires the localization of 

both the omics features during their acquisition, and of the biological units. The localization of 

features and biological units often requires the combination of different data sources.  

Spatially agnostic: Computational algorithm/modelling method that does not consider the 

spatial localization of measurements. 

Spatially informed: Computational algorithm/modelling method that considers the spatial 

localization of measurements. 

3 Single-cell spatial omics technologies for data 

acquisition 

New technical advances in DNA sequencing, oligonucleotide/probe synthesis, microscopy as 

well as spectrometric and spectroscopic techniques have enabled new scs technologies, 

capable of measuring the omics data at high resolution and resolved in space. We divide these 

techniques into two main groups: techniques for nucleotide detection (transcriptomics and 

genomics) and techniques for protein and metabolite determination.   

3.1 Spatial transcriptomics and genomics techniques 

As already discussed, most scs omics developments concerning the measurement of nucleic 

acids have been made on transcriptomics. Techniques vary in their spatial resolution, coverage, 

throughput and multiplexing capacity. Here we classify the scs omics technologies into two 

categories based on the main technique used to determine the transcript in the sample: 

microscopy or imaging methods and sequencing methods.  

3.1.1. Imaging methods 

These methods are based on Fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH) and on single-molecule 

FISH (smFISH). These systems determine localization and relative quantification at the same 

time. Fluorescent probes hybridize to specific target nucleotide sequencing, enabling spatial 

localization. In addition, expression of a target nucleotide can be quantified from the 

fluorescence of the probe. Current FISH methods include sequential FISH (seqFISH), 

seqFISH+, multiplexed error-robust fluorescence in situ hybridization (MERFISH) and Enhanced 



Electric Fluorescence in situ hybridization (EEL-FISH) [29], [30]. seqFISH+, MERFISH and EEL-

FISH work at subcellular level and with a diffraction limited resolution.  

seqFISH is a method in which fluorescent probes are designed to find and hybridize with 

complementary DNA (cDNA) or RNA sequences in the tissue sample. As there are only a few 

discernible fluorophore colours (four or five), applying sequential rounds of hybridization and 

imaging allows several hundred transcripts to be distinguished based on the sequential order of 

colours visualized by microscopy [31]. In seqFISH+ methodology, primary fluorescent probes 

contain four barcode sequences that serve as target sites for fluorescent secondary probes. 

Transcripts are identified in accordance with secondary probes bound to the barcode sites 

during four sequential rounds of probing, which is called barcoding [31]. Therefore, these 

modifications allow for the identification of thousands of molecules.  

MERFISH is also built upon smFISH but it implements a combinatorial barcoding scheme where 

each target gene is assigned to a unique binary barcode. In general terms, thirty to fifty gene-

specific barcodes probes hybridize to different positions on a targeted gene. Each probe also 

has hangout tails for readout binding. The fluorescent labeled or unlabeled secondary probes 

will recognize the tails of the first probes to generate the barcode as 1 (fluorescent) and 0 (not 

fluorescent). This method also employs several rounds of fluorescent hybridization and imaging 

[27]. MERSCOPE (Vizgen Inc,USA) was the first commercial platform based on this technology, 

launched in 2021.  

EEL-FISH is an smFISH-based method that combines multiplexing with large-area imaging at 

high resolution. In this method, tissue RNAs are transferred onto a glass slide by 

electrophoresis and the tissue is removed prior to multiplexed FISH [29], [32].  

Microscopy based methods can be used for spatial profiling of genome or epigenome, alone or 

in combination with transcriptomics by directly imaging DNA loci, chromosomal and nuclear 

structures. For example, MERFISH and seqFISH can be adapted to allow chromatic 

determination (DNA-MERFISH and DNA-seqFISH, respectively) [28]. 

3.1.2 Sequencing methods 

In this category we can distinguish between Next Generation Sequencing (NGS) methods and 

in situ sequencing methods.  

In NGS sequencing methods, the spatial localization of a specific gene or transcript is first 

recorded and subsequently the gen or transcript is sequenced. There are two main approaches: 

array-based approaches (10x Genomics Visium) and microfluidic barcoding strategies (DBiT-

seq). These methods, in general, are not as efficient as FISH based methods [33].  

In array-based approaches, first the tissue sections are stained and imaged using standard 

histological methods, and then the mRNA is captured on a microarray from fixed and 

permeabilized tissue sections. The microarray is coated with spatial barcoded RNA-binding 

probes. This spatial barcode acts as a messenger that is transferred to the cDNA during library 

construction, allowing localization of the transcript back to the tissue after sequencing. With this 

method, in transcriptomics we can only study poly(A)-mRNA. 10x Genomics Visium technology 

works at 50-µm resolution [27], [28].  



Microfluidic barcoding strategies allow high-resolution profiling. DBIiT-seq (Deterministic 

barcoding) uses a microfluidic tool to create two sets of unidirectional massively parallel flows 

on a tissue piece. The first set provides DNA barcodes of primary (row) coordinates to the 

tissue-derived DNA, whereas the second sets are rotated (90º) from the first to provide DNA 

barcodes of the secondary coordinates (column). This yields a 2D map of pixels (10-µm pixel 

size) on the tissue with a unique combination to spatially allocate barcode NGS reads [28]. This 

technology can be used to locate transcripts, proteins or even (epi)genomic information. It is 

worthy to mention that DBiT-seq allows the integration of multi-omics spatial information [30].    

In the field of epigenomics, some methods based on microfluidic barcoding strategies have 

been developed to determine chromatin accessibility or histone modifications, together with the 

transcriptome (ATAC&RNA-seq and spatial CUT&Tag-RNA, respectively) [34]. 

In situ sequencing methods enable spatial localization and sequencing at the same time. In 

these methods, tissues are fixed and RNA is converted into cDNA which are circularized and 

amplified by rolling circle amplification (RCA). The amplified cDNA are sequenced in situ using 

sequencing by ligation. In this approach, high-resolution imaging is required [30]. There are 

targeted and untargeted approaches for transcript identification, where specific probes hybridize 

to in situ generated cDNA, followed by probe ligation and RCA of either the barcode probe or 

short sequences of the cDNA, generating micrometre-sized RCA products inside the cell that 

are decoded using in situ imaging-based sequencing by ligation [28]. FISSEQ (Fluorescent in 

situ sequencing) and ExSeq (a combination of FISSEQ with expansion microscopy) use two 

bases per round. The detection efficiency of FISSEQ is lower than 0.005%. STARmap 

combines the in situ sequencing with hydrogel-tissue chemistry to develop a 3D intact-tissue 

RNA sequencing, where more than 1000 genes can be mapped [35]. These methods can also 

be adapted to (epi)genomic studies. Finally, oligoFISSEQ allows in situ sequencing-based 

visualization of multiple genomic loci [28]. 

Mathematical cartography is one of the last techniques developed in spatial omics studies. This 

method is based on imaging reconstruction by solving an inverse problem. DNA-GPS combines 

ideas from mathematical cartography and positional indexing. Briefly, after fixing cells, target 

RNA molecules are transformed into cDNA in situ by primer molecules encoding random short 

sequences as unique molecular identifiers (UMIs). The UMI-tagged cDNAs are amplified in situ 

and the amplified products are allowed to diffuse spatially. These cDNA amplicons are then 

fused with proximal amplicon products through overlap-extension resulting in  two UMI-tagged 

gene products fused. The resulting random nucleotide pair at the junction is called a unique 

event identifier (UEI). The cDNA sequences, UMIs and UEIs are determined by DNA 

sequencing. This sequencing data allows the spatial positions of the RNA molecules to be 

reconstructed. DNA-GPS is a theoretical framework that combines mathematical cartography 

and positional indexing for large-scale optics free spatial genomics [30].  



3.2 Spatial proteomics and metabolomics techniques 

Advances in spatial proteomics and metabolomics or lipidomics have progressed steadily over 

the last 15 years. Spatial proteomics was introduced in 2009 in a study on Leptospira 

interrogans that combines quantitative mass spectrometric analysis using stable isotopes with 

image analysis by cryo-electron tomography with limited resolution [34]. Subsequently, spatial 

metabolomics began to develop. The techniques employed in spatial proteomics and 

metabolomics analysis differ primarily in sensitivity, specificity, resolution, and molecular 

coverage. Mass Spectrometry Imaging (MSI) is the technology of choice for scs metabolomics 

[8], [36] and proteomics [37], [38] as it best combines the previous characteristics. In the next 

subsections, we describe scs proteo/metabolomics methodologies divided into those using MSI 

and those based on other types of techniques.  

3.2.1. Mass spectrometry-based imaging techniques 

One of the most sensitive and selective categories of instrumentation in scs proteomics and 

metabolomics is MSI, which integrates the spatially resolved and high-resolution sampling of 

molecules from within a mass spectrometer. The collection is performed spatially by dividing the 

sample surface into a virtual grid of pixels. For every pixel in the grid, molecules are desorbed 

from the area of the pixel using a laser, ion beam or solvent, then a mass spectrum is generated 

to depict the relative intensities of the charged mass fragments within each pixel [39]. MSI 

imaging has demonstrated steady improvement in recent years in regards to spatial and mass 

spectrometric (feature) resolution, specificity in regards to interferents, and broader molecular 

coverage at the sample preparation stage.  

Three major MSI methodologies are most commonly used: secondary ion mass spectrometry 

(SIMS), desorption electrospray spectrometry imaging (DESI), and matrix assisted laser 

desorption ionized (MALDI). 

SIMS directs a high-energetic primary ion beam onto the surface of the sample, causing the 

ejection of atoms or molecules from the topmost layer. This step is followed by 

ionization/desorption and measurement to determine surface composition, chemical imaging 

and depth profile analysis, detecting the secondary ions generated through a mass 

spectrometer. SIMS has the highest spatial resolution of the three methodologies, with 

NanoSIMS reaching 50 nm (for elemental ions only), and provides further structural information 

by fragmentation [40]. In addition, chemical mapping of a 3D sample can be achieved by 

iteratively alternating between surface imaging and sputtering of the analyzed surface layer. 



DESI generates charged droplets and ions of solvents through ESI, which are then propelled at 

a high velocity to ionize/desorb molecules in the gas phase. DESI offers analysis under ambient 

conditions from intact biological samples, without the need for complicated sample preparation. 

Nanospray DESI and laser ablation electrospray ionization (LAESI) are modifications of DESI 

which improve spatial resolution. Nanospray DESI employs a liquid micro-junction formed 

between two capillaries and the sample surface, where analytes are extracted and transported 

through the nanospray capillary into the mass spectrometer. LAESI is an ambient 

desorption/ionization technique ideal for samples containing water. It employs a mid-infrared 

laser with a wavelength of 2940 nm [41]. This laser excites water molecules, causing analytes to 

be ablated from the sample surface into the gas phase. The resulting gas plume then interacts 

with charged droplets generated by ESI, ionizing the ablated analytes. 

MALDI is a technique with soft ionization that employs a laser beam and a photon-absorbing 

matrix to generate large molecular ions with relatively little fragmentation. To enhance MALDI, 

researchers have explored alternative methods, including matrix-free LDI techniques that 

employ mid-infrared lasers capable of vibrationally stimulating intrinsic water molecules within 

the cell. In this approach, probing water rich-samples allows the ablation of sample molecules, 

but sample post-ionization is necessary, since the water molecules themselves are mostly 

neutral. In infrared matrix-assisted laser desorption electrospray ionization (IR-MALDESI), an 

orthogonal electrospray is employed to intercept the ablation plume and direct the ions towards 

the mass analyzer [37]. Another approach to reduce ion suppression phenomena is based on a 

platform coupling visible-wavelength MALDI to an effective matrix (resorufin) with small 

background interferences. The visible-wavelength MALDI favors desorption and ionization, 

which allows a scs metabolomics and proteomics analysis with high sensitivity [42]. 

Mass cytometry is a variant of flow cytometry by mass spectrometry in which cells are isolated 

and target proteins are labeled with antibody markers, which in turn bind with various heavy 

metal ions of the lanthanide series. This methodology has recently been incorporated into high-

dimensional imaging techniques using laser ablation, whereby subcellular resolution can be 

obtained [41]. The technique is aimed only at scs proteomics analysis. 

The addition of ion mobility to mass spectrometry, which provides a collisional cross-section 

(CCS) bringing a fourth dimension in which ions are separated under a gaseous atmosphere 

through the influence of an electric field, is critical to enhance the accuracy of protein, peptide, 

metabolite and lipid assignments and improve the quantification completeness and metabolite 

coverage for scs analysis. 

Previous methodologies locate the omics features into the image grid. Some recent 

technological developments combine this localization with cell segmentation: the Space M 

platform uses light microscopy for image segmentation and calibration, followed by MALDI 

metabolomics imaging. With this approach, scs analysis can be performed with high-throughput, 

obtaining information for more than one hundred metabolites [43]. Recently, the combination of 

untargeted spatial metabolomics and targeted multiplexed protein imaging in a single pipeline 

has been possible with Single Cell Spatially Metabolic (scSpaMet), fusing 3D spatially resolved 

metabolomic profiles acquired by time of flight (TOF) SIMS and mass cytometry proteomics 

images. scSpaMet introduces analysis capabilities for joint metabolomic and proteomic single-

cell data [42]. 



3.2.2. Techniques not based on mass spectrometry 

There are several non-MSI techniques to explore metabolites or proteins at scs level. 

Fluorescence lifetime imaging (FLIM) is a non-invasive modality that measures the fluorescence 

decay of endogenous fluorophores [44]. Another technique is Fourier-transform infrared 

microspectroscopy (FTIR), with the ability to differentiate biochemical changes at the proteins 

and lipids level [45].  In addition, the combination of Raman spectroscopy with microscopy can 

be used for scs analysis [12]. Other approaches used in proteomics are based on specific 

antibodies that bind to proteins and make use of immunocytochemistry and 

immunohistochemistry techniques that measure fluorescence, or DNA antibody tags, based on 

sequencing methods involving antibodies fused to DNA oligonucleotides [28]. This type of 

analysis has limitations due to lack of specificity. 

4 scs omics preprocessing 

Given that technological trends in bulk, sc, and scs omics vary depending on the molecule of 

interest (nucleotide, protein, or metabolite), computational pipelines need to be adjusted for 

these differences. Several recent surveys discuss the main steps in the computational pipeline 

of scs omics for a single modality [9], [28], [46], [47], [48]. Those surveys provide a detailed 

discussion about technological and data analysis differences across methods, as well as 

available software tools that the analyst may resort to. Here, we provide a global view to 

pipelines of different omics modalities, trying to spot similarities and differences that may help 

foster the cross-fertilization of ideas and processing techniques. The remainder of this section is 

concerned with the necessary steps to retrieve the scs information and the resulting data 

organization. Approaches to visualize these data and use them in further applications are 

treated in next sections.     

4.1 Computational Pipelines 

As we have already mentioned, technological advances in the determination of scs nucleotide 

material are dominated by the field of scs transcriptomics. The computational pipeline in scs 

transcriptomics is very dependent on how the spatial location is retrieved from a sample. To that 

regard, there is a fundamental difference between in situ methods (both in situ hybridization and 

sequencing) and NGS methods [9]. In situ methods determine the spatial location as a pixel in a 

microscopic image, while in NGS methods the location is determined in a 2D grid using barcode 

sequencing. In both cases, the goal is to identify the transcript locations within the cell, and the 

cell within the tissue under study.  

The computational pipeline for in situ methods start with a preprocessing step in which raw 

images with the location of transcripts are aligned and the signal-to-noise is enhanced. Then, 

transcripts are identified and quantified by pixel/voxel [9]. The result is a tensor representation of 

the data with omics-per-pixel/voxel, as described later in Section 4.2. This tensor has one mode 

for the omics features (the transcripts) and as many modes as dimensions in an image. Yet, this 

tensor is not useful in several applications, like to infer cell-type distributions and cell-cell 



interactions. By performing spatial segmentation, we assign the transcripts to biological units 

(e.g., cells). This segmentation can be done using image processing techniques [49] or spatial 

distribution models for the transcripts [50]. The result is a couple of data structures that 

complement the previous tensor, with information about the cell locations and with counts of 

omics-per-cell.  

The computational pipeline for NGS methods starts in a similar way as regular scRNA-seq. 

Locations are sequenced together with transcripts, which are quantified and stored in an array 

of locations (omics-per-grid cell). Often, the resolution of the array is limited, and deconvolution 

techniques are applied to enhance it. Finally, spatial segmentation is performed in a similar way 

as before, to assign transcripts to biological units (omics-per-cell).  

Popular tools for scs transcriptomics are Seurat [3], [51], an R package designed for quality 

control, analysis, and exploration of NGS sc/scs transcriptomic data and for combination with 

other data modalities, Squidpy [52], within the Scanpy [53] python package, and Giotto python 

package [54]. A complete list of tools is provided elsewhere [9], [46].        

MSI for scs metabolomics and proteomics bears more similarity with in situ transcriptomics 

methods. The first step is image preprocessing for signal-to-noise enhancement [48], including 

baseline correction, noise-reduction filtering, spectral alignment and normalization. In a similar 

fashion as for transcripts identification, the next step is peak selection, often performed taking 

advantage of the shape of peaks. Binning can be performed either before or after peak 

selection. Another relevant step is protein/metabolite annotation and identification [49]. In a 

substantial difference to spatial transcriptomics, MSI spatial data is often analyzed in the original 

image coordinates (omics-per-pixel), rather than compartmentalized in biological units. This is, 

nonetheless, problematic for the integration with other scs modalities [28]. Recent research 

looks at cell segmentation and association to omics features (omics-per-cell) using microscopic 

images, performed similarly as in scs transcriptomics [43], [55]. A complete list of tools for scs 

metabolomics and proteomics [48], [49], and multi-omics [28] can be found elsewhere.  

4.2 Spatially resolved data 

In the remainder of the paper, we identify scalar elements with lowercase letters, array 

dimensions with uppercase letters, vectors (1D arrays) with bold lowercase letters, matrices (2D 

arrays) with bold uppercase letters, and tensors (high-order arrays) with underscored bold 

uppercase letters.  

Traditional (bulk) omics studies are performed on a sample-wise basis, so that a single vector of 

omics features is generated per biological sample. Data corresponding to a complete study can 

be represented with a data matrix X with I rows and J columns, with I the number of 

experimental units (samples, individuals) and J the number of omics features1 (Fig 2.A). For 

multi-omics experiments with the same individuals, data may be stored in several matrices for 

each omics modality, with I rows and different columns: J1, J2, …, Jm (Fig 2.B). sc omics can be 

 
1 For the sake of homogeneity, we assume that experimental units are stored in the rows and omics 
features in the columns. Note however that some researchers may be more familiar with the inverse 
organization.  



represented in a similar matricial form as bulk omics, but now the rows correspond to the cells 

per sample. This means we obtain a single matrix (for a single modality) or several matrices (for 

multi-omics) per biological sample, rather than a vector. 

In the case of spatial omics, in its original form (omics-per-grid call, omics-per-pixel/voxel), one 

sample corresponds to several feature vectors across 2 or 3 spatial dimensions. This provides 

richer information about spatial heterogeneity, but introduces new problems related to coverage 

and data labelling, among others. Spatial omics data can be stored in a tensor Xs with I 

individuals, J omics features and S locations in a 2D (or 3D) grid with the spatial dimensions: S1, 

S2 (and S3). For instance, in the example of Fig 2.C, Xs is a 4-way tensor of dimension I x J x S1 

x S2, corresponding to spatial omics in a 2D grid. Notice this structure assumes that the spatial 

distribution across the I individuals is comparable, that is, that the corresponding scs omics 

samples can be transformed to a common coordinate system, which is a strong requirement. 

The recent development of alignment algorithms for this purpose [56], [57], [58], [59] represents 

a cornerstone to make this configuration useful to investigate spatio-temporal patterns 

associated with disease. 

Reflecting on the final tensor structure in Xs allows us to better understand how data models 

capture the spatial information. This tensor representation is suitable for spatial omics data 

regardless of the resolution.  

 

 

 

Fig 2. Data structure for A) omics with one modality, B) multi-omics, (C) spatial omics in a 2D grid  

The omics-per-cell data can be represented in a matrix with I cells and J features, just like in sc 

data. Yet, this matrix does not provide spatial information. Given that the cells have uneven 

volumes, the omics-per-cell data cannot be represented directly as a tensor like in Xs. There are 

two simple solutions to handle the spatial information in the omics-per-cell data [54], to 

transform the data back to a coarse grid, or to build a neighbourhood network, where each cell 

is represented as a node, and neighbouring cells are connected with an edge. Methods based 



on network graph theory [60] are extensively used in molecular biology, with biological units 

typically described as nodes or vertices in a graph, and connections between these nodes 

calculated through some distance metric.  

5 Data visualization and analysis by dimensionality 

reduction 

Visualization of omics data, necessary for data interpretation and hypothesis generation, is 

central in downstream data analysis. Dimensionality reduction methods map the data onto a 

lower-dimensional (latent) space (usually 2D, sometimes 3D) for visual representation, since the 

omics features may number in the thousands and more. Methods vary with respect to the 

optimization criteria, assumptions, flexibility and interpretational capabilities, as illustrated in 

Table 1. In the context of sc and scs omics data, the most popular visualization approach is the 

Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) [61]. Yet, we can generally say that 

there is no single method that suits all datasets and visualization / investigation needs, so it is 

interesting to reflect on the advantages and disadvantages of the most extended visualization 

approaches.  

We would like to make a distinction between spatially agnostic methods, those methods that do 

not use location information into the dimensionality reduction process, and spatially informed 

methods which encode location information as part of the cost function of the algorithm for 

dimensionality reduction. Spatially agnostic methods have been traditionally used for any type of 

multidimensional data, including bulk and sc omics data. Spatially agnostic methods can be 

used to visualise scs data in two steps: i) dimensionality reduction is computed in a manner 

which is agnostic to the spatial information, and ii) the result is projected in a tissue image to 

create a visual map. Most visualization methods in the spatial/scs omics literature are indeed 

spatially agnostic, which has the following (often unperceived) benefit: all spatial patterns that 

we find in a visual map made using a spatially agnostic method can be essentially trusted, given 

that the method was not actively looking for them (that is, we are not pushing the projection to 

be smooth in space). Contrarily, all spatial patterns in a visual map made with a spatially aware 

method need more careful validation. This is akin to what happens with unsupervised and 

supervised methods in machine learning. There is an overwhelming usage of spatially agnostic 

methods in sc and scs.  

If the analysis involves multiple modalities, either each modality is treated on a separated basis 

or the data from different modalities is combined. If the individuals in each modality are 

consistent, omics features from different modalities can be appended along the omics mode 

(Fig 3.A). Yet, most of the time the combination is not straightforward, and we can resort to data 

fusion techniques [62] or enrichment analysis [54].  

Regarding the spatial information, spatially agnostic processing techniques can be applied over 

the tensor Xs (omics-per-pixel/voxel/grid cell) by conveniently unfolding this tensor to 2D first. 

This is the standard spatially agnostic approach for MSI data: each pixel/voxel/grid cell is 

unfolded along a single sample mode (from Fig. 3.B to Fig. 3.C). Combining the two unfolding 



operations in Fig. 3 result in a matrix Xs with Is = I 𝗑 S1 𝗑 S2 (𝗑 S3) rows and Js = J1 𝗑 J2 𝗑 … 𝗑 Jm 

columns. In scs transcriptomics and related analyses, the matrix of omics-per-cell (with I cells 

and Js columns) is most often used for visualization. 

 

 

Fig 3. Data structure for A) multi-omics data unfolded into a single omics mode, (B) spatial multi-omics in 

a 2D grid and (C) unfolded multi-omics data in a single sample mode.  

  

5.1 Spatially Agnostic Methods 

Let us consider a matrix X with I rows and J columns that represents a number of I experimental 

units (samples, individuals, cells) where J omics features are stored (from one or several 

modalities). Since we are discussing spatially agnostic methods, we make no distinctions if X 

comes from traditional (bulk or sc) omics experiments or from spatially resolved omics (so that X 

= Xs after the unfolding operation in Fig. 3, or represents the omics-per-cell matrix). Sometimes 

we can also consider another block of data Y with I rows and K columns, which can represent 

other sources of data for the same objects in the rows (e.g., the anchors in Seurat [3] to 



combine multiple sc data sets), or a set of categories/classes associated with the rows (e.g., 

case vs control). Note that general procedures for data fusion within the dimensionality 

reduction framework are treated elsewhere [62].   

 

 
2 Preprocessing approaches prior to model computation are not considered as metaparameters. 
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PCA Data 
matrix X 

A Variance 
(SS) within X  

Patterns 
of high 
variance 
in X 

Linear 
subspace 

Middle 
 

Yes Yes [51] 
[52] 
[53] 
[54] 

CCA Data 
matrices 
X & Y 

A Correlation X 
& Y 

Patterns 
in X and Y 

Linear 
subspace 

Middle Yes Yes [51] 

PLS Data 
matrices 
X & Y 

A Covariance 
X & Y 

Patterns 
in X 
predictive 
to Y 

Linear 
subspace 

Middle Yes Yes [47] 

PLS-DA Data 
matrix X 
& row 
classes 

A Covariance 
X & Y for Y 
dummy 

Patterns 
in X 
predictive 
to Y 

Linear 
subspace 

Middle Yes Yes [47] 

Sparse 
Method
s 

Data 
matrix X 
or data 
matrices 
X & Y 

A, 
#NZE 

Toff Loss of 
Method + 
Sparsity 

Patterns 
of high 
variance 
in X with 
low NZEs 

Linear 
and 
sparse 
subspace  

Low 
(const.) 

Yes Yes [51] 

NNMF Data 
matrix X 

A Loss of 
Method for 
only Positive 

Non-
negative 
patterns 
of high 
variance 
in X 

Linear 
and non-
negative 
subspace 

Low 
(const.) 

Yes Yes [47] 
[63] 
[64] 

MDS Distance 
matrix 
from X 

DT, A Global 
(Dis)Similariti
es in X 

Global 
patterns 
of 
(Dis)simila
rities 

Global 
distance 

Mid. / 
High 

Yes No* [65] 

t-SNE Distance DT, Toff Global + Complex Symmetri High Yes No* [51] 



 

Table 1: Dimensionality reduction methods for visualization. PCA stands for Principal 

Component Analysis, CCA for Canonical Correlation Analysis, PLS(-DA) for Partial Least 

Squares (Discriminant Analysis), NNMF for Non-Negative Matrix Factorization, MDS for 

Multidimensional Scaling, t-SNE for t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding and UMAP for 

Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection. A: dimensionality of the projection subspace 

(number of latent variables). #NZE: number of non-zero elements in model parameters 

estimates. DT: distance type. Toff: trade-off. No*: information about columns and or between 

rows and columns of X may still be estimated with approximate techniques. P and E refer to 

metaparameters that are specific to t-SNE: Perplexity (related to the number of nearest 

neighbours in the graph representation) and Exaggeration (related to tendency of the data to 

cluster in the lower-dimensional representation). NN and MD are the number of nearest 

neighbours that span the local graph representation, and the minimum distance of the 

observations in the low dimensional representation for UMAP. 

 

There is a large number of dimensionality reduction visualization techniques. Some of the most 

widely used in omics data are described below and summarized in Table 1. Several methods 

are based on the direct analysis of X (and Y if the approach considers more than one block of 

data). This includes Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [66], Canonical Correlation Analysis 

(CCA) [67], Partial Least Squares regression (PLS) [68] and Discriminant Analysis (PLS-DA) 

[69], and constrained versions of the former, such as sparse methods [70], [71], [72] and Non-

Negative Matrix Factorization (NNMF) [73]. Very popular methods, though, work on a distance 

matrix computed from X. Distance is most often computed along the feature mode, so that the 

matrix contains information about the (dis)similarities among the objects (rows) in X, which is an 

effective approach to find clusters of objects and a popular approach to find different types of 

cells in sc omics. Methods of this sort include Multidimensional Scaling (MDS) [74], t-distributed 

Stochastic Neighbourhood Embedding (t-SNE) [75] and UMAP.  

PCA is a standard tool that makes no assumption whatsoever on the data characteristics. The 

projection subspace is chosen to maximize the variance explained by the model, which allows 

us to visualize large patterns of heterogeneity across rows and columns in the data. For these 

two previous reasons, no assumptions made and a focus on high variance, PCA represents the 

multivariate workhorse for visualization: a general approach to let the data speak that 

matrix 
from X 

A, P, 
E 

Local 
(Dis)Similariti
es in X 

patterns 
of 
(Dis)simila
rities  

cal 
relationshi
ps 
between 
observatio
ns 

[52] 
[53] 
[54] 

UMAP Distance 
matrix 
from X 

DT, 
A, 
NN, 
MD 

Toff Global + 
Local 
(Dis)Similariti
es in X 

Complex 
patterns 
of 
(Dis)simila
rities  

Uniform 
distributio
n on 
manifold 

High Yes No* [51] 
[52] 
[53] 
[54] 



represents a suggested first visualization step. Its main limitation though is that it projects the 

data in a linear subspace. Therefore, while no assumptions are made on the data themselves, 

the assumption of linearity is indeed made when calculating the projection subspace. Linearity 

has the nice property of preserving the original distances within the projection subspace, but this 

feature is often perceived as a lack of flexibility, since relevant patterns (like those that 

differentiate some cells from others) may not be obvious within a linear subspace that is 

optimized with respect to variance.  

To find more subtle patterns, we can either avoid the linearity constraint and/or relax the focus 

on high variance within the X block. The latter can be done by using a supervised approach, like 

in CCA and PLS(-DA), which incorporate another block (Y) in the analysis. This second block 

can be used to provide information of the patterns we are looking for, or to combine the 

information gathered from two different omics modalities. CCA and PLS(-DA) still project the 

data in a linear subspace, but they can find useful information using a much lower fraction of 

variance. Yet, as supervised approaches, these methods are prone to overfitting (they can find 

seemingly interesting patterns from even random data), which means that careful validation 

must be performed [76].  

Some constrained versions of PCA and other multivariate methods, like sparse methods and 

NNMF, represent an effective way of finding patterns with specific features. Sparse methods 

combine variance maximization and sparsity with the ultimate goal of improving data 

interpretation. In this context, sparsity is imposed by taking as many model parameters to zero 

as possible, so that interpretation is focused on the remaining. Non-negative factorizations 

constrain model parameters to be non-negative (either zero or positive), also to improve 

interpretability. These methods are quite inflexible in the patterns they can find (the more 

constraints - the less flexibility), so one needs to have a good intuition that the applied 

constraints are consistent with the data or at least suitable for the analysis goals. Sparse 

methods are especially interesting for some forms of sc/scs data [77]. On the other hand, omics 

features are universally positive, and non-negativity constraints may better facilitate a high-

fidelity interpretation.  

All previously described projection approaches, at least in their most rudimentary form, assume 

a linear projection subspace. It is worth commenting that this characteristic has the (often 

ignored) advantage of providing full interpretation of the feature mode in connection with the 

observation mode, so that we can identify which omics features are related to differences 

observed across cells. That may be especially relevant in the context of biomarker discovery 

[47]. 

A second type of visualization tools focus on the distance between pairs of rows of X, according 

to a specific distance criterion. This has two consequences. The first (and best known) 

consequence is that the introduction of the distance allows for further flexibility, including the 

modelling of non-linearities, since a wide range of distances (Euclidean, Mahalanobis, 

Hamming, Jaccard, etc.) can be used, changing the result of the visualization. This can also 

introduce a complication, since an additional choice, the distance, must be done in the data 

pipeline. The second consequence is that when we compute distances across the sample mode 

of X, the link between the distance and the corresponding feature mode is lost in the process, 

and therefore the visualizations only provide useful information about the distribution of the rows 



in X but lose how these directly relate to the original omics features (which can only be 

estimated). Again, this makes biomarker discovery more difficult. There is a variety of MDS 

algorithms for different data and distance characteristics, including Principal Coordinates 

Analysis (PCoA) [78], which is equivalent to PCA when the euclidean distance is used, and 

metric and non-metric MDS. The flexibility of manifold learning techniques such as MDS can be 

further capitalized upon in methods like t-SNE and UMAP, that optimize a subspace with 

respect to local distances between observations to find hidden patterns which are not apparent 

when only global distances are considered. t-SNE has long been employed in scRNA-seq 

experiments, because of its ability to capture local structure in the data in a way that best 

summarizes some of the most interesting trends in a lower-dimensional visualisation [79]. It has 

also been generalized to multiple modalities [80]. UMAP has been widely utilized in sc/scs 

experiments owing to its computational performance relative to t-SNE, and greater flexibility for 

handling some finer structures in the data. It has also been generalized to the multimodal case. 

UMAP has been used extensively as an untargeted method for the analysis of spatial omics 

data. Smets et al. applied this approach to MSI data [81] on pancreatic tissue samples, and 

compared the results with PCA and t-SNE using a variety of different metrics. UMAP was shown 

to be more computationally efficient than t-SNE, and competitive in terms of what latent 

structures were resolved. The study highlighted that the use of distance metric greatly impacted 

the findings of the study. 

As expected, the relative usage of the data visualization tools is different in the areas of scs 

genomics and transcriptomics than in scs proteomics and metabolomics. In transcriptomics, 

Seurat includes PCA, t-SNE, UMAP as main visualization tools, and CCA for integration with a 

reference. In the analysis of MSI data, PCA and PLS-DA are the most popular methods, but 

other methods are also used [81], [82], [83].  

5.2 Spatially Informed Methods 

There has been a recent interest on the derivation of spatially informed methods that make the 

most of the distribution of spatial and scs omics for dimensionality reduction. SpatialPCA is 

derived from a probabilistic model for PCA based on an a-priori distribution of residuals [84]. 

SpatialPCA employs Probabilistic PCA with a Gaussian kernel matrix to explicitly model the 

spatial correlation structure across tissue locations. The intuition behind that choice is that 

neighboring locations are expected to be similar to each other. Nonnegative Spatial 

Factorization (NSF) extends NNMF with the spatial information in a similar way [85]. SpiceMix is 

an algorithm that incorporates spatial information via a hidden Markov random field (HMRF) 

graph representation, where neighbors are defined from an undirected graph computed from the 

locations of the spatial observations. The HMRF graph informs an NNMF representation of the 

data [86]. The Voyager scs package [87] includes MULTISPATI PCA, a combination of PCA 

with Moran’s I, a spatial autocorrelation metric which grows with the correlation of the signal 

among nearby locations in space.   

While the number of spatially informed approaches in scs is rather limited, there are related 

areas of research with a focus on the analysis and visualization of (often highly) multivariate 

data that is spatially resolved. This is the case of Multivariate Image Analysis (MIA), Multivariate 



Curve Resolution (MCR) and spectral analysis. We can find inspiration in those areas to 

develop new computational methods for scs omics data. 

MIA refers to the use of multivariate analysis in multi-channel images, from RGB (or other color 

code) to hyperspectral images [88]. In MIA there is always a tradeoff between the modelling of 

spatial information, through the so-called texture analysis, and channel information. MIA 

methods can work at pixel level (or voxel level for 3D) or at global level. The basic difference is 

how data is rearranged from the 2D/3D grid structure to a matrix/tensor for the subsequent 

analysis and visualization, in a very similar fashion as what is depicted in Figs. 2 and 3. Prats-

Moltanbán et al. [88] discuss various approaches that go from a spatially agnostic approach 

equivalent to Fig. 3.C, to global approaches where the spatial information is completely encoded 

within the feature mode using a combination of PCA and the Discrete Wavelet Transform 

(DWT). An intermediate case is to embed the traditional idea of local windows in image 

processing into the unfolding/rearrangement process [89].    

A major application in MIA is the analysis and visualization of hyperspectral images (HSI), 

where the different channels correspond to different wavelengths across the electromagnetic 

spectrum. HSI literature is concerned with new methods to combine spatial and spectral 

information. When the hyperspectral image is derived from a mixture of chemical components, 

the final goal is often to derive both the (pure) spectra of the components along with their spatial 

distribution in the image using MCR techniques [90]. A cornerstone of MCR methods is the 

definition of modelling constraints that encode chemical and physical assumptions [91]. MCR 

can be readily applied to MSI data from spatial proteomics and metabolomics in a spatially 

agnostic way [92], similar to that discussed in previous sections. Yet, there has been a recent 

interest in leveraging the spatial information in the form of additional constraints, achieved 

through data reorganization [93] or explicit definitions [94], [95].         

Frequency spectrum analyses encompass techniques that encode spatial information as an 

abstract, 𝑁-dimensional representation of oscillating components with known periodicity. This is 

calculated over the entire signal, in the case of Discrete Fourier Transforms (DFTs), but may 

also be done incorporating an additional spatial component in the case of the Discrete Wavelet 

Transform (DWT). Both techniques have been widely deployed for MIA [96]. 

The most typical methods for spectral analysis are the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) and 

inverse Fast Fourier Transform (iFFT), which are appropriate for experiments with regular 

sampling in both spatial coordinates (like in the omics-per-pixel/voxel/grid cell tensor). The 

power spectrum is calculated from the squared Fourier coefficients, incorporating the real and 

imaginary components of the series of complex numbers as an estimate for the relative energy 

expressed at each frequency. The power spectrum has been analyzed directly for single cell 

omics studies [97] as a feature extraction step, but has been additionally encapsulated within a 

tensor learning framework to represent spatial information within the context of high-dimensional 

omics data [98]. Although relatively limited in the omics information provided, a similar type of 

analysis has been successfully deployed to compare confocal microscopic images of amyloid 

plaques in post-mortem brain tissue based on an untargeted analysis of the fluorescence 

spectra, as something reminiscent of a spatial proteomics analysis [99]. 



Spatial information in the omics-per-cell structure (e.g., the neighbouring network) may be 

represented as irregularly sampled arrays through a Non-Uniform Fast Fourier Transform [100], 

but the inversion of such a transformation is challenging [101] and relatively few software 

libraries exist to support these types of operations with modern numerical software.   

5.3 A note on experimental design 

To answer a biological question with scs experiments, the experimenter needs to make a 

number of choices, including the type and size of tissue, the technology or technologies to use, 

which introduce some requirements about the preservation and preparation of the sample, the 

number of samples and the number of omics features, and whether the analysis is targeted or 

not. Providing best laboratory practices is out of the scope of this paper and can be found 

elsewhere [27]. Our interest here is to reflect on how the experimental design and the analysis 

depend on each other. 

From the seminal work of Fisher at the beginning of the XX century, it is well-known that 

complex experiments need to be carefully designed to maximize the statistical power of the 

analysis approach. Statistical experimental design adds another dimension to laboratory 

considerations on the design of experiments, introducing effective design tools (like 

randomization, replication, and blocking) [102] to minimize the influence of confounders on the 

analysis results [18], [19]. This is especially necessary for scs experiments, given the sparse 

and extremely massive nature of resulting data, which makes statistical inference a real 

challenge [21], [22].  

A powerful approach to data analysis and statistical inference of complex omics data is to 

explicitly integrate information about the experimental design (relevant covariates, crossed and 

nested factors, random factors) into the data analysis tool. It is widely accepted that this 

integration improves the statistical power. Powerful analysis tools that integrate this information 

include PERmutational ANOVA (PERMANOVA) [103] and ANOVA Simultaneous Component 

Analysis (ASCA) [104]. Furthermore, recent power analysis approaches specifically devised for 

these methods have been defined [105], [106], with which the number of samples required for a 

given statistical power can be estimated a-priori. Yet, none of these tools have been extended 

to handle the sparse, massive and spatial structure in scs data.   

6 Modeling the spatial information with Machine 

Learning  

6.1 Applications of machine learning to scs omics 

Algorithms for the analysis of scs omics data may leverage what can be generally categorized 

as Machine Learning (ML) at various stages of the analysis pipeline. Associating multiple 

subcellular measurements into individually segmented cells for instance may utilize deep 

learning methods [107]. Owing to the flexibility through which multiple modalities of data can be 



incorporated into a single model, such a model can be used to perform multiple functions that 

incorporate information from several different biological domains [108]. In instances where these 

biological domains are collected on separate instruments, or experiments, a notable application 

of ML is to align the multi-modal data along a consistent spatial modality [109].  

A classical feature of ML based methods is clustering, whereby different tissues may be 

identified as discrete characteristics of the data worth examining and interpreting separately. 

These clustering methods may be performed agnostic to spatial information or incorporating 

spatial information - and this may be done before or after dimensionality reduction to improve 

the computational efficiency of the routine in the case of high-dimensional data. In the case of 

deep learning, the activation of any neuronal layer can be visualized on a per-sample basis 

using UMAP to examine the differentiation of individual cells as a function of the learning 

mechanism/activation [110]. This is often used to describe the “latent space” of the neural 

network, and can be used to evaluate its ability to differentiate between different tissues 

according to a known criteria such as histological information. Clustering information, regardless 

of the source, can be used to inform spatially variant genes (SVGs) in the case of spatial 

transcriptomics and genomics, through a subsequent analysis of differential expression (DE) 

[111]. This analysis can be used to ascribe certain clusters to known cell types from previous 

experiments, or to infer mechanisms for Cell to Cell Communication (CCC) [112]. 

At the intersection of sc omics and scs omics is the ability of ML models to incorporate spatially 

agnostic data at the cellular level, into spatial data at a lower resolution to either up-sample the 

spatial information (resolution enhancement) [113] or estimate the relative population of cells at 

the spot level (deconvolution) [114].  

6.2 Machine Learning strategies for scs  

There are several interesting surveys on the intersections between spatial ML and ssc omics 

[22], [115], [116]. This section is based on the idea that incorporating spatial information into the 

ML models improves their performance and usability in terms of biological interpretation. 

Let us consider spatial omics data as a stochastic process defined by a collection of random 

variables (omics features) indexed by points in space. There are 3 distinctive structural 

properties that differentiate spatial processes from other types of stochastic processes [117]. 

Firstly, the property of spatial dependence (“close entities are more related than distant entities”) 

applies, violating the assumption of i.i.d. observations. This consideration might enhance the 

learning process. Spatial weights matrix, spatial kernels, spatial association rules or graph-

based models (see section 6.2.1 and 6.2.2) are examples of using the spatial dependency 

property to model scs data. Spatial dependency is an intrinsic property of scs applications. 

Secondly, a spatial stochastic process likely presents a certain degree of spatial heterogeneity 

defined as being spatially non-stationary. That is, the difference between random values (in 

omics features) in different spatial points will not only be a question of spatial distance, since 

spatial dependencies are anisotropic (non-uniform in different directions) [117]. Addressing the 

spatial heterogeneity in spatial omics data is a powerful tool for, e.g., quantitative description of 

microenvironments defined as vectors of cell type frequencies within cellular neighborhood, 



spatial domain identification, or SVG detection among many others. Spatial dependence and 

heterogeneity are properties that can only be leveraged by spatially resolved omics techniques 

(spatial and scs technologies). To that regard, scs ML approaches can also be split into spatially 

aware approaches and spatially agnostic approaches.  

The third structural property of spatial data is the scale. The scale of the data stochastic process 

is concerned with the resolution (measurement scale), context (scale at which the process is 

operating), and spatial extent (extent of observation). In reference to context, cell-to-cell 

communication detection or tissue section imputation are representative examples of the scale 

property.  

To conduct the ML of scs, we need to add spatial information to the sc omics data, taking 

advantage of these spatial properties of dependence, heterogeneity and scale described above. 

Based on the handling of the spatial information, two different ML approaches can be defined 

[118]: (i) scs ML methods on which spatial properties are developed in the spatial observation 

matrix without changing the substance of the learning algorithm, and (ii) scs ML methods on 

which spatial properties are not handled in the input data but in the the learning algorithm.   

6.2.1 Spatial information included in the observation matrix   

When spatial properties are already represented in the observation matrix, ML techniques do 

not need to consider the impact of spatial dependency in the learning process. This provides a 

wide range of useful approximations [22]. Parametric regression techniques are used to model 

relationships between sc omics and observed spatial data through expressions priorly known or 

derived from first-principles models (eg: logistic growths in populations dynamics, sigmoidal 

models for protein abundance, differential equations modelling spatial behaviours, polynomial 

regressions describing temporarily variables genes, negative binomial distributions for data 

counting processes). Some representative examples are by Andersson et al. [118], who use a 

prior negative binomial distribution for cell-type topography inference in low resolution spatial 

data, and Cang et al. [119], who use parametric regression of an optimal multi-species coupling 

score in cell-to-cell communication inference.  

Non-parametric regression provides more flexible approaches for modeling relationships 

between observed or latent omics variables and spatial information without an explicit analytical 

expression. Kernel-based strategies model nested hierarchies in the data considering complex 

covariate data structures. Gaussian Processes (GPs) are one of the most representative kernel 

methods given their capacity to work with sparse data, accounting for irregular sampling or 

incompleteness. GPs kernels can, for example, capture spatial correlated variations of 

expressions of genes between spatial locations, or cluster gene expression profiles [120], [121]. 

Other spatial kernels modelling spatial cross-correlations [122] or weighted mean of cell 

expressions in the neighborhood and azimuthal Gabor filters [123], are used to label spatially 

structured cell types. Regression techniques can have different flavors depending on design 

parameters like prior knowledge or likelihood (e.g, Bayesian models are used to increase spatial 

resolution of images [113]), kernel properties, loss functions constraints or bias-variance 

tradeoff among others. 



In the group of graph-based ML modeling, ensembles of Decision Trees like Random Forest 

(RF) use observations spatial properties extracted with Gaussian filters and their derivatives 

(e.g. pixels intensity, edge or texture) to model probabilities for supervised cell segmentation 

[124], [125]. Deep Learning (DL) approaches, a large family of probabilistic models in which 

differentiable functions are composed into any kind of directed acyclic graph, provide very useful 

approximations of scs ML. Stacked feed-forward networks, named Deep Neural Networks 

(DNNs), are the basic instance of DL model that can follow diverse architectures (e.g. auto-

encoders for latent space modeling or recurrent neural networks to model sequential data) 

depending on the needs of the information to be modeled. As an example, Prasad et al. [113] 

propose a Deep masked auto-encoder for self-supervised coding of latent representation of 

gene expression embedded with spatial information. Following a different probabilistic 

approach, special mention should be made to Generative Deep Learning models used to, in 

brief, model the joint distribution of omics and spatial data. This fact provides them with a good 

ability to deal with missing data, to increase spatial resolution and to generate samples with 

certain desired properties by interpolating between existing data points. Variational 

Autoencoders (VAEs), which follow the encoder-decoder architecture to learn a joint 

probabilistic distribution of the input and encoded latent space, are often used in scs 

applications. Fischer et al. [127] provide an example of VAE in collaboration with other 

architectures, to infer cell-cell dependencies and cell-intrinsic latent states, to capture ligand-

receptor based communications and to estimate the effects of niche composition on gene 

expression. 

In connection to the ML approaches reviewed, several critical aspects are spatial sampling, 

spatial features, dimensionality reduction, and handling of missing data [117]. Advances in 

these aspects will result in improvements of the algorithms used. When dealing with multi-omics 

data these aspects grow challenging given the disparity in feature types and dimension, spatial 

resolution and spatial context. 

6.2.2 Handling spatial information in the learning algorithm  

In this second set of ML strategies, the algorithms are responsible for considering spatial 

dependencies in the learning process. Graph-based models are intrinsic representatives of this 

group. They express functional relationships between omics features and space using directed 

or undirected graphs with nodes corresponding to samples and edges conforming spatial 

proximity, while conditional independence between samples is encoded. They are widely used 

in scs, given their capacity to model soft spatial constraints between samples, often under 

spatially unsupervised knowledge discovery. Pham et al. [128] present a graph-based clustering 

with the well-known toolkit stLearn to uncover relationships between transcriptional states of 

cells across tissues undergoing dynamic changes. In this same category, the undirected graph 

models HMRF has proven enhanced modelling capacities in spatial domains [86], [129], [54].  

In Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) and in the auto-encoders’ homolog U-Net, the matrix 

multiplications in DNNs are replaced by convolution operations to capture spatial information. 

Monjo et al. [130] provide an illustrative example of CNNs applied in spatial gene clustering and 

expression, allowing for the super-resolution prediction of transcript levels at the inter-spot 

space and at unmeasured spots, and tissue section imputation. Recently Transformers, based 



on the multi-head attention mechanism, have been proposed to model spatial dependencies in 

omics data. Xu et al. [108] presents an interesting example of a transformer-based architecture 

for the integration of single-cell proteomics with other omics data through an ad-hoc defined 

multi-modal multi-task attention mechanism with promising results. 

It is often common to combine graph-based models and Neural Networks to leverage non-linear 

modeling potential when complex data relationships are present. Applying convolutions in the 

spatial domain defined by the graphs allows for a more efficient integration of spatial information 

from neighbouring nodes. A wide range of computational possibilities can be found in the 

literature. Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) are used for several scs applications like, e.g., 

identification of interactions through membrane-bound ligand receptor pairs [119], [54] or data 

coverage increase [112]. Using convolutions through Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) 

improves very high-dimensional data modelling. Hu et al [111] use the previous approach in the 

integration of gene expression, spatial localization, and histology. Fischer et al. [127] use a 

Conditional Graph Variational Autoencoder to model the cell’s intrinsic latent states conditioned 

over node expression states on a graph embedding of the niche and the cell type. State of the 

art examples of combining graph-based models and Transformers are proposed by Zhao et al. 

[131] for the reconstruction of super-resolved gene expressions coupled with a GNN to recover 

detailed tissue structures in histology images at sc resolution, or by Xiao et al. [132], who 

combine convolutional layers, transformer encoders, and graph neural networks to estimate 

gene expressions from histology images.  

6.2.3 Hybrid approaches 

Some of the best practices proposed for handling spatial properties in scs data combine the 

simultaneous modeling of spatial dependencies and heterogeneities both in the observation 

matrix and the learning algorithm. This provides a series of graph or CNN tandems with state of 

the art DL strategies and attention mechanisms under constant improvement to give answers to 

challenging spatial modelling objectives like, e.g., comprehensive integration of multi-omics 

spatial data, microenvironment inference or integration of heterogeneous atlas data. Whether to 

choose or not DL strategies depends on the complexity and prior knowledge of the problem to 

be modeled, the amount of data available (scarcity can be partially manageable through the 

usage of pre-trained models and transfer learning), and the computational resources at 

disposal.  

Regarding the structural property of scale of spatial information, Deep Generative Models 

provide interesting approximations for tackling the need to increase spatial resolution through 

sampling learnt probability distributions. Being Generative probabilistic models a very active 

field of work, it is interesting to point at diffusion models which are starting to be used in the field 

of omics [133] [134].  

Simultaneous learning multi-scale spatio-temporal patterns [117] (approachable with 

combinations of RNNs, CNNs, Transformers or other NN competitive approximations) goes 

beyond the scope of analysis but it contextualizes the limits of context and extent scale 

properties of spatial information. 



7 Conclusion  

This survey presents the state of the art of omics technologies from various biological domains, 

namely (epi)genomics, transcriptomics, proteomics and metabolomics, which combine both 

single-cell resolution and spatial information. We generally refer to this data as single-cell spatial 

(scs) omics. The survey pays special attention to downstream analysis methods, in particular to 

approaches for the modelling of spatial information. We discuss scs tools and approaches in the 

literature, and developments in sister areas that can be leveraged to model scs data. 

We end this paper by suggesting some relevant future challenges for the analysis of scs data 

from a computational perspective.  

Temporal measurements (repeated measures) are a cornerstone of medical research, useful to 

unveil temporal patterns in conditions, or the efficacy of treatments. Even though scs 

technologies are still under development, and the combination of scs data with temporal 

information is still in its infancy, we forecast that modelling spatio-temporal patterns is the next 

frontier for downstream analysis tools.  

Another interesting direction to enhance the capabilities of analysis methods is the explicit 

integration of information about the experimental design into the analysis tool. This can be 

performed either by extending tools like ASCA or PERMANOVA to incorporate spatial, massive 

and sparse information, or by extending scs methods to accommodate the information of the 

experimental design. 

Finally, the integration of sc omics with imaging modalities beyond standard microscopy (e.g., 

cryo-electron tomography) and the use of AI-driven approaches in automated real-time data 

analysis are interesting computational problems for future research.  
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