Virtual Staining of Label-Free Tissue in Imaging Mass

Spectrometry

Yijie Zhang™!>3, Luzhe Huang®!%3, Nir Pillar'*3, Yuzhu Li!*3, Lukasz G. Migas*®, Raf

4,6,7,8 1,2,3,9

Van de Plas**®, Jeffrey M. Spraggins and Aydogan Ozcan™

IElectrical and Computer Engineering Department, University of California, Los Angeles, CA, 90095, USA.
2Bioengineering Department, University of California, Los Angeles, CA, 90095, USA.
3California NanoSystems Institute (CNSI), University of California, Los Angeles, CA, 90095, USA.
“Mass Spectrometry Research Center, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN 37232, USA.

SDelft Center for Systems and Control, Delft University of Technology, 2628 Delft, The Netherlands
®Department of Cell and Developmental Biology, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN 37232, USA.
"Department of Chemistry, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN 37232, USA.
8Department of Biochemistry, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN 37232, USA.

“Department of Pathology, Microbiology, and Immunology, Vanderbilt University Medical Center, Nashville, TN
37232, USA.

“Department of Surgery, University of California, Los Angeles, CA, 90095, USA.

*Correspondence: Aydogan Ozcan, ozcan@ucla.edu

fEqual contributing authors


mailto:ozcan@ucla.edu

Abstract

Imaging mass spectrometry (IMS) is a powerful tool for untargeted, highly multiplexed
molecular mapping of tissue in biomedical research. IMS offers a means of mapping the
spatial distributions of molecular species in biological tissue with unparalleled chemical
specificity and sensitivity. However, most IMS platforms are not able to achieve
microscopy-level spatial resolution and lack cellular morphological contrast, necessitating
subsequent histochemical staining, microscopic imaging and advanced image registration
steps to enable molecular distributions to be linked to specific tissue features and cell types.
Here, we present a virtual histological staining approach that enhances spatial resolution
and digitally introduces cellular morphological contrast into mass spectrometry images of
label-free human tissue using a diffusion model. Blind testing on human kidney tissue
demonstrated that the virtually stained images of label-free samples closely match their
histochemically stained counterparts (with Periodic Acid-Schiff staining), showing high
concordance in identifying key renal pathology structures despite utilizing IMS data with
10-fold larger pixel size. Additionally, our approach employs an optimized noise sampling
technique during the diffusion model’s inference process to reduce variance in the
generated images, yielding reliable and repeatable virtual staining. We believe this virtual
staining method will significantly expand the applicability of IMS in life sciences and open

new avenues for mass spectrometry-based biomedical research.



Introduction

Imaging mass spectrometry (IMS)! is a powerful tool for spatial biology, enabling the
discovery of intricate relationships between molecular distributions and key tissue features
and cell types®™*. IMS offers in situ pixel-wise mapping of hundreds-to-thousands of
molecular species with high chemical specificity and sensitivity. By combining mass
spectrometric analysis with spatial mapping, IMS has great potential as a discovery
platform for biomedical research. Although multiple surface sample approaches have been
utilized for imaging, matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionization (MALDI) is one of the
most common IMS technologies due to its applicability to a wide range of biomolecular
classes and high spatial resolution capabilities. Commercially available MALDI IMS
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platforms can routinely achieve 5-30 pm pixel sizes>’, and custom platforms have been

developed to enable imaging at cellular resolution with pixel sizes approaching 1 um®2°,
Briefly, MALDI IMS is performed by mounting a thin tissue section to a glass slide and
coating it with a UV-absorbing chemical matrix, which assists with the desorption and
ionization of endogenous molecules during laser irradiation. The sample stage is scanned
from one location to another, recording a mass spectrum at every pixel. An intensity heat
map is then plotted across the measurement region resulting in an ion image for each
molecule detected. MALDI IMS spatial resolution is determined by several factors,
including the laser diameter at the sample surface, the precision of the stage movement
between the pixels (i.e., pitch), and the extent of molecular delocalization during the sample

preparation®12,

While MALDI IMS provides broad molecular coverage and high chemical specificity, it
lacks inherent histological context, making it challenging to directly link molecular profiles
to precise cellular features without additional information. The primary reasons for this are
(i) the relatively low spatial resolution of IMS, and (ii) the absence of color and cellular
morphological contrast that experts are familiar with. Both limitations can be addressed by
multimodal methods integrating IMS data with optical microscopy, often requiring
advanced experimental and computational methods. For example, IMS-Microscopy
integrative methods have been developed to enhance human interpretability of IMS data
through applications such as spatial sharpening of IMS data*®, out-of-sample prediction of
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molecular distributions**, mining of IMS-derived molecular profiles based on microscopy
features™, and others®18, Each of these examples requires the collection of complimentary
optical microscopy data such as histochemically stained brightfield or
immunofluorescence images. However, in cases where chemical staining is necessary, it
can introduce additional experimental complexity, posing a significant limitation, as it
precludes the preservation of the unlabeled tissue, thereby hindering any further molecular
analysis on the same sample. Although serial tissue sections can be used, this requires
complicated co-registration processes to account for tissue heterogeneity and cellular
differences between adjacent sections. Therefore, a technique capable of predicting high-
resolution cellular histopathology cues on the basis of low-resolution IMS data is urgently

needed to streamline workflows and improve molecular histology.

Over the past decade, generative Al models have made significant strides, finding wide-
ranging applications for vision analysis. In the biomedical domain, one of the most notable
uses of these models has been the virtual histological staining of label-free tissues, where
generative models are trained to transform microscopic images of label-free tissues into
their histochemically stained counterparts'®—°. Most of these approaches rely on label-free
imaging modalities that exhibit a spatial resolution comparable to the resolution of the
images of the stained tissue captured by a digital histology scanner, which serves as the
ground truth from the perspective of the clinical workflow. Recent efforts have also
generated virtual histopathology images using segmentation masks®!, domain-specific

knowledge and tissue genomics™2.

In this work, we introduce a diffusion model-based virtual histological staining technique
that transforms IMS-measured ion images reporting molecular species’ distributions in
label-free tissue samples into super-resolved brightfield microscopy images, closely
matching their histochemically stained (HS) counterparts (as illustrated in Fig. 1(a-b)). Our
approach utilizes an image-conditional diffusion model, underpinned by the Brownian
bridge process®*3* (Fig. 1(c)), which integrates the low-resolution conditional input with
noise estimation through an attention-based U-Net® (Fig. 1(f, g, h)) that incorporates the
time-step information to reconstruct the high-resolution histological image of the label-free

sample. Following a one-time training effort, the diffusion-based virtual staining (VS)
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model was able to generate brightfield microscopy equivalent Periodic Acid-Schiff (PAS)-
stained images from IMS-measured ion images of label-free human kidney tissue samples
(never seen before) despite the fact that the input IMS data had a 10-fold larger pixel size.
Quantitative evaluations confirmed that our VS approach effectively overcomes key
limitations of IMS for histological interpretation by digitally creating high-resolution
histological stain images using low-resolution IMS data without the need for chemical
staining and microscopic imaging of stained tissue, also eliminating image registration
steps since the virtually stained images are automatically registered with the IMS data used
as the label-free input of the VS model. A board-certified pathologist was able to identify
key pathological structures directly from the virtually stained PAS images, demonstrating
a high degree of concordance with the features observed in the corresponding
histochemically stained images and emphasizing the human interpretability of this
approach. Furthermore, to mitigate the inherent high variance associated with diffusion
models, we employed an optimized noise sampling strategy, which eliminates additive
random noise in the final stages of the reverse diffusion process. This approach not only
quantitatively reduces output variance but also ensures that the pathological features in the
diffusion model outputs from different test runs remain consistent and histologically
equivalent. In summary, our diffusion-based virtual staining approach overcomes some of
the limitations of traditional IMS, including its relatively low spatial resolution and the
absence of cellular morphological contrast, also eliminating the need for time-intensive
histological staining process and complex image coregistration after the IMS data
acquisition. We believe that this technique offers significant benefits for mass
spectrometry-based molecular histology and will help accelerate IMS-enabled histological

analyses in life sciences.

Results

Virtual histological staining of IMS-measured ion images of label-free tissue using a

diffusion model

The dataset used in this study comprises IMS-measured ion images of label-free human

kidney tissues and high-resolution brightfield images of the histochemically stained
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versions of the same tissue samples. As shown in Fig. 1(b), the IMS data of each tissue
sample were acquired using pixel-wise raster scanning with 10 pm lateral spacing.
Subsequent data processing selected the most representative channels®, resulting in
individual ion images containing 1,453 mass-over-charge (m/z) channels, each with a pixel
size of 10 um. After the IMS data acquisition, the label-free tissue slides were subjected to
histopathological PAS staining and digitally imaged using a benchtop brightfield optical
microscope. The brightfield images of the histochemically stained tissue samples were then
registered to their corresponding ion images, which formed our label-free input (IMS) and
ground truth (brightfield and labeled) image pairs. Details of the dataset collection and

preprocessing are provided in the Methods section.

The training and sampling process of the Brownian Bridge Diffusion Model (BBDM)*
reflect the two-directional propagation of a Brownian bridge process, as depicted in Fig.1(c,
d, e). The forward process starts from x,, representing the target image domain of the
histochemically stained brightfield images (ground truth, GT), and progresses toward x,
the input image domain, corresponding to lower-resolution IMS images (with 1,453 m/z
channels), processed through a shallow convolutional neural network for image dimension
alignment/match, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The mean of the forward process is linearly
scheduled from x, to x; , while the variance evolves quadratically over time steps (7). In
contrast, the reverse process aims to denoise the input IMS images of label-free tissue step-
by-step, gradually refining the data without directly using the ground truth image x,. A U-
Net-based denoising neural network®*3® is trained to estimate the posterior mean of x,
based on x7. As shown in Fig. 1(f, g, h), the denoising network is employed to consistently
estimate the difference between the current state x, and the target image x, at arbitrary
time steps between 0 and 7 (see the Methods section). To improve the
consistency/repeatability of the virtual staining process and minimize stochasticity in the
diffusion process generated images, we implemented a deterministic noise sampling
strategy alongside the standard noise sampling method. Specifically, we used a mean
sampling strategy (Fig. 1(e, h)) that eliminates, after a certain time point is reached, the
posterior noise introduced during the vanilla sampling process (Fig. 1(d, g)). Detailed

sampling algorithms for this mean sampling strategy are provided in the Methods section.



The performance advantages of this deterministic sampling are further evaluated in the
subsection “Deterministic diffusion model inference via noise sampling engineering

techniques.”

Following the training phase, the BBDM-based VS model was tested on human kidney
tissue excluded from both the training and validation datasets. Figure 2 showcases the VS
results generated by the BBDM-based model using IMS data. The virtually stained outputs,
as presented in Fig. 2(b), exhibit a good resemblance to the GT brightfield images, despite
being generated from 10-fold larger pixel size IMS images, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a).
Furthermore, a board-certified pathologist annotated key renal structures—glomeruli
(denoted as G), as well as proximal (P) and distal (D) convoluted tubules—on both the VS
and HS images. These structures are of clinical importance since they are involved in most
renal pathological conditions. As depicted in Fig. 2(b-c), there was very good concordance
in the identification of these structures between the VS and HS ground truth PAS images.
This alignment was consistently demonstrated across multiple fields of view (FOVs) of
tissue, underscoring the robustness and generalizability of our framework for the virtual

staining of low-resolution IMS data.

To quantitatively evaluate the fidelity of the virtually generated high-resolution PAS
images in replicating their HS counterparts, we conducted a comparative analysis on a test
dataset comprising 36 distinct tissue FOVs, each with 640x640 pixels, all from the same
patient. This evaluation focused on three critical aspects: (1) image contrast’’; (2) image
color distance and distribution analysis®; and (3) spatial frequency spectrum (detailed in
the Methods section). These quantitative metrics reported in Fig. 3 were selected to
evaluate whether the VS images generated from ion images can meaningfully contribute to
the interpretation of IMS-measured tissue samples without physically performing the
chemical staining and microscopic imaging of stained tissue, and, thus, effectively
safeguarding the tissue for other assay types and subsequent analysis. Our approach also
eliminates cumbersome image registration steps normally required to register IMS data
with microscopy images of stained tissue, which is not needed here since the VS images
are automatically registered with their input IMS data. As depicted in Fig. 3(a), the image

contrast of the VS images displays a distribution closely aligned with their corresponding
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HS brightfield images, with no statistically significant difference (p=0.512) as determined
by a two-tailed paired #-test. The color distance between the VS and HS image pairs,
measured according to the Commission Internationale de I'Eclairage (CIE)-94 standard, is
summarized in Fig. 3(b). Since the majority of these color distances are below 1.5, the
differences are barely noticeable®, reflecting an excellent color consistency between the
virtually generated images and their histochemically stained counterparts. This strong color
agreement is further supported by the color distributions/histograms in the YCbCr color

space across all test FOVs, as presented in Fig. 3(c).

Furthermore, to showcase the super-resolution capabilities of our VS framework, we
conducted a spatial frequency spectrum analysis on the raw single-channel MS images
(picked from 1,453 m/z channels based on the contrast of glomeruli), network-generated
VS images, and their corresponding HS ground truth images; see the Methods section for
details. This analysis, illustrated in Fig. 3(d), includes cross-sections of the radially

averaged power spectra®®40

, which demonstrate an excellent match between the spatial
frequency spectra of the VS and HS image pairs, as desired. These results further confirm
the effectiveness of the VS output images, which successfully align with the spatial
frequency spectra of the high-resolution HS images. These results demonstrate a marked
improvement over the spatial frequency spectra of low-resolution MS images,

underscoring the diffusion-based virtual staining framework’s capacity to enhance spatial

resolution significantly.
Reduction analysis on mass spectrometry image channels

The success of virtual staining for IMS data with a 10x super-resolution factor relies on
the rich molecular information captured in ion images. To further shed light on this, we
trained a series of diffusion-based VS models using different numbers of mass
spectrometry (m/z) channels and evaluated their performance on the same test dataset. The
IMS channel indices were selected from the top-ranking channels of the sorted list of 1,453
channels, prioritized based on signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) values. The SNR definition used
in this study entails that for each IMS channel, the mean is divided by the standard

deviation across all pixels within that channel. We selected four distinct sets of IMS



channels from the sorted list, progressively reducing the channel count from 1,453 down
to 23, which corresponds to reductions of 1-fold, 4-fold, 16-fold, and 64-fold in the total
number of IMS channels utilized per input image. These selected IMS channels remained

consistent throughout the training and testing of each VS model.

As shown in Fig. 4(a), reducing the number of MS channels from 1,453 to 23 resulted in a
gradual degradation of the virtual staining performance, with noticeable losses in critical
features such as nuclear morphology. The relationship between the number of IMS
channels and VS quality was further quantified using the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR)
and learned perceptual image patch similarity** (LPIPS). Figure 4(b) presents the PSNR
and LPIPS metrics for the four VS models, each trained with a different number of IMS
channels, evaluated across a test dataset comprising 36 distinct tissue FOVs from a single
patient, each with 640x640 pixels. As the number of used MS channels increased, the
diffusion-based VS models achieved a statistically significantly higher VS fidelity,
underscoring the rich molecular information present in MS data and its strong utility for

label-free histological staining.
Repeatable diffusion model inference via noise sampling engineering

Tissue heterogeneity and inherent histochemical staining variability often lead to minor
differences between adjacent tissue sections. These spatial changes usually do not influence
the overall slide-level diagnosis and are well tolerated by human pathologists in their
clinical workflow. However, computational models applied for tissue analysis are
frequently misled by these slide-to-slide variations, resulting in lower performance. For
our virtual staining model, the primary source of variation in the output VS results comes
from the stochastic nature of the noise sampling process during the backward diffusion. To
address this, we applied noise sampling process engineering techniques to improve VS
consistency and reduce output variance without the need for fine-tuning or transfer learning
on the trained model. In addition to the mean sampling strategy illustrated in Fig. 1, we
also introduced an alternative “skip sampling” strategy for comparison, which directly

estimates x, from the denoising network’s output.



The rationale behind the mean and skip sampling strategies arises from the significant
increase in the additional variance 8, during the final stages of the reverse diffusion process
(see Supplementary Fig. 1). Both of these sampling strategies—mean and skip—avoid this
increasing noise variance in the reverse path after an engineered exit point t, (see the
Methods section); this effectively reduces stochastic variations (observed from run to run)
in the output of the diffusion model for the same label-free tissue FOV, which is highly
desired for VS applications. Detailed descriptions of these engineered noise sampling

techniques are provided in the Methods section and Supplementary Figs. 1-3.

To quantitatively assess the effectiveness of these noise sampling strategies, we tested the
trained BBDM using the vanilla, mean, and skip sampling strategies, repeating each
method five times and calculating the pixel-wise coefficient of variance (CV) across these
repetitions of the diffusion-based VS process. Figure 5(a) shows the CV maps for the three
distinct strategies in the YCbCr color channels, demonstrating that both the mean and skip
sampling strategies effectively reduce the variance in the sampled VS images compared to
the vanilla method. Additionally, we computed the average CV values across all the pixels
in the test image FOVs and plotted them for each YCbCr channel, as shown in Fig. 5(b).
Our results further corroborate that the mean and skip sampling strategies are effective in
achieving lower output variances, indicating the repeatability of the diffusion-based VS

process using these engineered noise sampling techniques.

This comparative analysis in Fig. 5 further reveals that the skip sampling strategy yields a
lower average CV value compared to the mean sampling method. However, the mean
sampling strategy produces results that exhibit better perceptual similarity to the ground
truth histochemically stained PAS images. Additional visual and quantitative comparisons
between different noise sampling strategies in diffusion-based VS models are presented in
Supplementary Fig. 2. These results confirm that the mean sampling strategy is superior to
both the vanilla and skip sampling strategies, achieving a lower average LPIPS as desired.
Additionally, we evaluated the performance of an averaging strategy, which involves
averaging independent test runs of different inferences for the same tissue FOV. While
Supplementary Fig. 2(c) highlights the advantage of the averaging strategy in reducing

pixel-level CV, the resulting images exhibit relatively lower contrast with a significantly
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worse LPIPS score, falling short of the performance achieved by the mean sampling
strategy alone. Therefore, this averaging strategy would only be preferable in scenarios

where high consistency is prioritized over image contrast.

The noise sampling strategies demonstrated here can be further optimized. For instance,
we evaluated the performance of the mean and skip sampling strategies across eight
different exit points (t,), ranging from 0 (equivalent to the vanilla sampling strategy) to
100, as illustrated in Supplementary Fig. 3. Our findings indicate that both the mean and
skip sampling strategies consistently outperformed the vanilla strategy across a range of
exit points. Specifically, both strategies achieved optimal LPIPS performance at an exit
time point t,~10. Consequently, selecting a well-suited evaluation metric and determining
the appropriate exit point are critical for optimizing the performance of diffusion-based VS

models, particularly for clinical applications.

Discussion

The success of the presented label-free virtual staining of IMS-measured ion images,
despite the 10-fold larger pixel size of the input IMS data, can be attributed to the
capabilities of diffusion models in effectively capturing and modeling complex data
distributions**#.  Historically, ~Generative Adversarial Network (GAN)-based
approaches®#’ have been a predominant choice in image restoration for biomedical
applications, particularly in super-resolution image reconstruction tasks*****_ However,
recent advancements>®! in the field have revealed that GANs might struggle with highly
challenging image reconstruction problems, especially at extreme super-resolution factors
(e.g., >8x). In contrast, diffusion models have emerged as a superior alternative,
consistently producing more realistic and accurate spatial features even at these high super-
resolution factors. Moreover, the complexity of multiplexed inference tasks that require
simultaneous resolution enhancement and cross-domain image translation has further
underscored the limitations of GAN-based techniques. It has been demonstrated that

diffusion models outperform GANs in such multiplexed tasks®*>

, owing to their
robustness in generating high-fidelity images. Additionally, the issue of mode collapse,

which is a well-documented limitation of GANs when confronted with sparse or low-
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quality data, is well mitigated in diffusion models. Diffusion models, in general, exhibit
more stable training dynamics, even when faced with significant discrepancies between the
input data and ground truth images, making them more resilient in handling challenging
datasets>’. Taking these factors into account, we can conclude that the success of our VS
models in generating high-resolution virtual stains from low-resolution IMS data of label-

free tissue samples is a testament to the diffusion models’ inherent strengths.

The repeatability and consistency of the IMS-generated virtually stained images are crucial
for digital pathology interpretation and were achieved in this work using the mean and skip
sampling strategies employed during the reverse process of the diffusion model. Another
notable achievement of this study is its ability to enable medical experts to directly identify
diagnostically relevant renal pathology structures—such as glomeruli, proximal, and distal
convoluted tubules—using virtually stained images generated from lower-resolution IMS
images. Historically, recognizing these structures directly from IMS images was not
feasible. Conventional histology-directed IMS analysis requires both IMS data and
brightfield microscopy images of the histochemically stained tissue, followed by a complex
and time-consuming registration process to link the IMS data with pathology-annotated
regions in optical microscopy images of stained tissue. Furthermore, histochemical staining
of IMS slides prevents their utilization for genomics/epigenetics analyses and hinders IMS-
molecular comparison studies. Our diffusion-based VS framework, however, enables us to
bypass these limitations by offering a means of histological interpretation of IMS data for
regions of interest within the kidney tissue, immediately after an IMS scan, without the
need for histochemical staining. Moreover, once the diffusion model is trained, this
technique can be seamlessly integrated into the post-IMS data processing pipeline without

requiring any modifications to the existing hardware/setup.

We believe this transformative advancement has the potential to drive further biomedical
research, particularly in the study of glomerular and tubular diseases through IMS.
Furthermore, this method can augment existing IMS datasets by generating virtually
stained images, offering significant advantages to the broader biomedical research
community. Lastly, our reduction analyses on IMS channels further confirm the rich

information encoded in IMS data and can potentially reveal the relationship of IMS
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channels with histochemical staining, which might prospectively facilitate a better

understanding of both the virtual and histochemical staining processes.

It is also important to note that the quality of IMS-based virtual staining can be further
enhanced. In this study, we demonstrated the virtual histological staining of ion images
with a pixel size of ~10 pm, as this is a common spatial resolution for MALDI IMS systems.
However, with recent advances in IMS technology, achieving higher spatial resolution is
now possible®1°. Applying our VS framework to these high-resolution IMS images would
undoubtedly enhance the fidelity of the virtually stained images, further elevating the
precision and quality of the diffusion-model results. Furthermore, although we
demonstrated the efficacy of our technique using PAS staining on human kidney samples,
this label-free approach can be extended to other types of histochemical stains and various
organs. This adaptability is supported by the prior success of various virtual staining

techniques!®, making it versatile across different staining protocols and tissue types.

In conclusion, we demonstrated virtual histological staining using label-free, low-
resolution IMS images. We firmly believe that our IMS-based virtual staining framework
will become an essential tool for IMS-driven molecular pathology, effectively bridging the

gap between IMS research and clinical diagnostics.

Methods

Sample preparation

Kidney tissue samples for this research were surgically removed during a full nephrectomy,
and remnant tissue was processed for research purposes by the Cooperative Human Tissue
Network at Vanderbilt University Medical Center. Participants consented to remnant tissue
collection in accordance with institutional IRB policies. The study involved kidney
specimens from 5 individual patients. Kidney tissue was flash-frozen over an isopentane-
dry ice slurry, embedded in carboxymethylcellulose (CMC) and stored at —80 °C. The

tissue was cryosectioned into 10-um-thick sections using a CM3050 S cryostat (Leica
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Biosystems, Wetzlar, Germany). The sections were then thaw-mounted onto indium tin
oxide (ITO) coated glass slides (Delta Technologies, Loveland, CO) for IMS analysis or
regular glass slides for histological staining. Slides were stored at -80 °C and returned to
~20 °C within a vacuum desiccator prior to further processing. To remove endogenous salt
for IMS, the section was washed three times with chilled (4 °C) 150 mM ammonium
formate 3 times for 45 seconds each. It was then dried with nitrogen gas to remove excess

moisture.
Autofluorescence microscopy and histochemical staining

To enable co-registration of IMS data with histochemically stained images, we introduced
autofluorescence (AF) images as an intermediate modality, to which both IMS and
histochemically stained images can be registered (see details in the Multimodal image
registration section). AF microscopy images were acquired on each tissue prior to IMS
analysis using DAPI, eGFP and DsRed filters on a Zeiss AxioScan.Z1 slide scanner (Carl
Zeiss Microscopy GmbH, Oberkochen, Germany). Additionally, AF was also collected
after IMS data acquisition prior to matrix removal, enabling visualization of ablation marks
created by the MALDI laser®. The resulting images have a pixel size of 0.65 um. After the
acquisition of the post-IMS autofluorescence images, the same unlabeled tissue was stained

1%, The stained tissue slides were scanned and

using a standard PAS staining protoco
digitized using a brightfield slide scanner (Leica Biosystems Aperio AT2). The resulting

PAS-stained brightfield microscopy images have a pixel size of 0.22 pm.

Imaging mass spectrometry

Samples for IMS analysis were coated with 20 mg/mL solution of DAN dissolved in THF
using a TM Sprayer M3 (HTX Technologies, LLC, Chapel Hill, NC, USA), yielding a 1.67
mg/cm? coating (0.05 mL/hr, 4 passes, 40 °C spray nozzle). MALDI IMS was performed
on a prototype timsTOF fleX mass spectrometer (Bruker Daltonik, Bremen, Germany).
The ion images were collected in negative ionization mode at 10 um pixel size with a beam
scan set to 6 um, using 150 laser shots per pixel and 18.6% laser power (30% global
attenuator and 62% local laser power) at 10 Hz. Data were acquired in negative ionization

qTOF mode, covering an m/z range from 150 to 2000.
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Multimodal image registration

The microscopy modalities were co-registered using the elastix>> framework integrated
into wsireg>® software. The post-IMS AF was selected as the target modality to enable
integration with IMS, with the PAS-stained brightfield microscopy images becoming the
source modalities. The rigid and affine transformations were used since the microscopy
modalities were collected on the same tissue section. All registered whole-slide images
were stored in the vendor-neutral pyramidal OME-TIFF format at a common pixel size
(i.e., the PAS image was resampled to the resolution of the pre-IMS AF and post-IMS AF).
Furthermore, the MALDI IMS datasets were manually registered to the post-IMS AF
images using the laser ablation marks and IMS pixels. The manual registration was
performed using IMS Microlink software®’, where 8-12 fiducial markers were selected in

both modalities to estimate the affine transformation.
Data division and preparation

The collected IMS data were exported from the Bruker timsTOF file format (.d) to a custom
binary format for ease of access and improved performance. Each pixel/frame contains
between 10* and 10° centroid peaks covering the entire acquisition range, which can be
reconstructed into a pseudoprofile mass spectrum using Bruker’s SDK (v2.21). The dataset
was m/z-aligned using six internally identified peaks (appearing in at least 50% of the
pixels) through the msalign library (v0.2.0). This step corrects spectral misalignment (drift
along the m/z axis), resulting in increased overlap between spectral features (peaks) across
the experiment. Subsequently, the mass axis of the data set was calibrated using the
theoretical masses of the six peaks, achieving a precision of approximately £1 ppm.
Following the preprocessing steps, normalization correction factors were computed, and a
total ion current (TIC) approach was used for mass spectral and ion image normalization.
Subsequently, an average mass spectrum based on all pixels was calculated for each dataset.
Since samples from multiple donors were used in this study, an average mass spectrum of
all samples was generated and peak-picked, identifying 1,453 that were used for further

analysis. The resulting average spectrum had a resolving power of ~40,000 at m/z 885.55.
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To better match the dimensions of the IMS data and facilitate the transformation from IMS
to histochemically stained images, we downsampled the histochemically stained images to
achieve a pixel size of 1 pm, which is ten times smaller than the pixel size of IMS. The
whole slide images (WSIs) of IMS and histochemically stained images, acquired from four
patients, were then segmented into smaller FOV pairs of approximately 1400x1400 pum?
(each IMS image with 140x140 pixels and each histochemically stained image with
1400x1400 pixels), with 10% overlap between neighboring regions. To augment the data
for robust model training, the paired WSIs were spatially transformed using a combination
of rotation and flipping. The transformed WSIs were segmented as described above. This
process generated a training dataset containing 712 paired IMS-PAS microscopic image
patches obtained from 4 de-identified patients. Additionally, 36 paired IMS-PAS
microscopic image patches without data augmentation (each FOV with 64x64 pixels for
IMS and 640x640 pixels for the histochemically stained image) were reserved for blind
testing, obtained from a de-identified patient not included in the training set. During each

training epoch, the paired image FOVs were further subdivided.

Quantitative performance evaluation metrics

To quantitatively evaluate the performance of PAS virtual staining results for the study
reported in Figs. 3 and 4, we used 36 FOVs of virtually stained PAS images together with
their corresponding histochemically stained images for paired image comparisons. In the
quantitative evaluation illustrated in Fig. 3, we conducted a comprehensive comparative
analysis using several features: image contrast, CIE-94% color distance, histogram
distributions in the YCbCr color space, and spatial frequency spectrum analysis. The image
contrast is defined as:

Aggy, — A10%

Contrast = ————
Agoy, + A109,

where Aggy, and A;qy, represents the 90™ percentile and 10" percentile of the intensity
values in image A, respectively. In our case, image A refers to the grey-scale version of the
VS or HS image. For the color analysis, the CIE-94 color distance was calculated between

the FOV-averaged color vectors of paired VS and HS images, utilizing the default
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parameter settings based on ref. ®. The paired VS and HS images were then converted from
RGB to YCbCr color space to facilitate a detailed comparison of the
distributions/histograms in the Y, Cb, and Cr channels, performed separately. As for the
spatial frequency spectrum analysis, the single channel raw MS image was bilinearly
upsampled by a factor of 10, from 64x64 pixels to 640x640 pixels, matching the
dimensions of the grey-scale VS and HS images. The frequency spectrum of each image
was obtained by performing a two-dimensional (2D) Fourier Transform on the 10x
bilinearly upsampled single-channel IMS image (selected based on the contrast of
glomeruli), the VS output and the corresponding HS ground truth image. For this analysis,
both the VS and HS images were processed in grey-scale. The radially averaged power

spectrum was calculated according to Wang et al. *3

For the evaluations reported in Fig. 4, we utilized the metrics of PSNR and LPIPS. The
PSNR is defined based on mean squared error (MSE):

1 M N
MSE = > > [Apn = Bl
m n

where A and B present the histochemically and virtually stained brightfield PAS images,
respectively. m, n are the pixel indices, and MN denotes the total number of pixels in each

image. PSNR can be denoted as:

max (4)?

MSE

where max (4) is the maximum pixel value of the ground truth histochemically stained

PAS image.

The calculation of the LPIPS metrics utilized a pre-trained VGG network® to evaluate the
learned perceptual similarity between the generated VS images n and their corresponding
HS images n,. These compared image pairs were fed into the pre-trained VGG network
and their feature stack from L layers can be extracted as m!, mb € RFXWiXCt for Jayer .

The LPIPS score can be denoted as:
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1
A n0) = ) = " [ (b = b
l ! lh,w

The Frechet inception distance (FID®) values, reported in Supplementary Fig. 3, are

calculated as follows:
1
FID = [l — g |12 + tr (z 43, - 2(zzw)z)

where N (u, Z) represents the multivariate normal distribution estimated from the Inception

6667 of the ground truth PAS-stained images and N(u,,X,) represents the

v3 features
distribution estimated from the Inception v3 features of the generated virtually stained
images. We used the 36 VS-HS image pairs (each with 640 x 640 pixels) as input to the
Inception v3 network to extract 2048-dimensional feature vectors. From these extracted

features, the mean vectors (4, i,,) and covariance matrices (%, ¥, ) were estimated.

The Naturalness Image Quality Evaluator (NIQE®®) values reported in Supplementary Fig.

3, are calculated as:

D
) ) (V1—V2)

D(vy,v,24,25) = (v —v)T (

where v; and Z; represent the mean vector and covariance matrix of our customized
reference Multivariate Gaussian (MVG) model, which was fitted using 800 ground truth
PAS image patches (each with 640 x 640 pixels) sampled from both the training and testing
datasets. Meanwhile, v, and X, are the mean vector and covariance matrix for the MVG
model of a generated virtually stained image. The MATLAB functions fitnige and nige
were used to fit the reference MVG model and compute the final NIQE values for the

virtually stained images®.
Statistical analysis

In Fig. 3, a two-tailed paired t-test was conducted to assess whether the image contrast
between the virtually stained output and its histochemically stained PAS counterpart was

statistically equivalent, with a statistical significance level of 0.05. This analysis was
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performed on 36 paired VS and HS images. A p-value greater than 0.05 indicates no
statistically significant difference in the image contrast between the VS images and their

histochemically stained counterparts.

In Fig. 4, one-tailed #-tests were employed to assess whether there was a statistically
significant improvement in the output performance between two models, denoted as Model
A and Model B, trained with different numbers of MS channels. Specifically, these tests
were conducted for each combination of the two models, where Model A was trained with
approximately four times more MS channels than Model B (e.g., 1,453 vs. 363 MS
channels). The #-tests were conducted across 36 unique FOVs, using the PSNR and LPIPS
metrics calculated between the virtually stained images and their corresponding
histochemically stained ground truth images. The null hypothesis posits that both models,
despite differing in the number of MS channels, should yield identical mean PSNR and
LPIPS values. A statistical significance level of 0.05 was used to reject the null hypothesis
in favor of the alternative hypothesis, suggesting that Model A, trained with four times
more MS channels, would yield a higher PSNR and lower LPIPS score compared to Model
B. As shown in Fig. 4(b), the results indicate a statistically significant improvement in the
performance of Model A compared to Model B, confirming that the number of MS channels

is indeed critical for enhancing the output performance of virtual staining models.
Other implementation details

All network training and testing tasks were conducted on a desktop computer equipped
with an Intel Core 19-13900K CPU, 64 GB of memory, and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090
GPU. The code for training the diffusion models was developed in Python 3.9.19 using
PyTorch 2.2.1.
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Figure 1. Diffusion model-based virtual staining of label-free IMS-measured ion images. (a) The
workflow for histochemical staining of label-free tissue sections and the brightfield optical microscope
scanning for digitization. (b) The diffusion model-based virtual staining pipeline. The Brownian bridge
process is used for both the forward and reverse processes. (¢) Schematic diagram of the forward process of
our Brownian bridge diffusion model. (d-e) Schematic diagrams of the diffusion model reverse process that
utilizes the vanilla and mean sampling strategies. (f) Detailed workflow for training the diffusion-based VS
model. (g-h) Workflow for a single vanilla and mean sampling step, used individually or in combination

during the reverse sampling process in (d-e).
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Figure 2. Visual comparisons between the virtually stained PAS images generated from label-free IMS
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data and their histochemically stained counterparts. (a) Imaging mass spectrometry data of label-free
tissue, consisting of 1,453 ion (m/z) channels with a pixel size of 10 um. (b) Virtually stained images digitally
generated from the IMS data using our diffusion-based VS model. (¢) Histochemically stained ground truth
images. Both the virtually stained and the histochemically stained images have a pixel size of 1 um. The
concordant localization of glomeruli (G), proximal convoluted tubules (P), and distal convoluted tubules (D),

as annotated by a board-certified pathologist, can be visualized on both the VS and HS images.
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Figure 3. Quantitative comparisons between virtually stained PAS images generated from label-free
IMS data and their histochemically stained counterparts. (a) The box plots of image contrast of virtually
stained PAS images and their histochemically stained counterparts across a test dataset comprising 36 distinct
FOVs. A statistical equivalence between the image contrast values of virtually and histochemically stained

PAS images was determined by a two-tailed paired z-test (p=0.512). (b) The box plot of CIE-94 color distance
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between the FOV-averaged color vectors of virtually stained PAS images and their corresponding
histochemically stained images. (c¢) The color histogram comparisons of virtually stained PAS images and
their histochemically stained counterparts in Y, Cb, Cr channels, calculated separately. (d) The low-resolution
single MS channel image, the corresponding high-resolution grey-scale virtually and histochemically stained
images (top left), and their respective spatial frequency spectra (amplitude, displayed in bottom left). The

radially averaged power spectrum cross-section for each case is also presented (right).
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Figure 4. Comparison of virtual staining performance for diffusion models trained with different

numbers of IMS channels. (2) Visual comparisons of virtually stained PAS images generated from diffusion-
based virtual staining models trained using four different numbers of IMS channels. (b) Bar plots displaying
the quantitative PSNR and LPIPS metrics averaged across testing virtually stained images for all diffusion-
based virtual staining models. Higher PSNR and lower LPIPS values are desired.
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Figure 5. Comparison of the coefficient of variation (CV) for different noise sampling engineering
approaches. (a) Visualization of the CV maps for the YCbCr channels of virtually stained images obtained
using three different approaches: vanilla, mean, and skip sampling approaches. (b) Plots of the mean CV

calculated across all pixels of all test image FOVs for the three sampling approaches.
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Figure 6. The network architecture for the diffusion-based virtual staining model. (a) The pipeline
of the forward and reverse sampling processes. The detailed architecture of the shallow convolutional
neural network used for dimension reduction is also presented. (b) Detailed architecture of the denoising

network used at each step of both the forward and reverse sampling processes.
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