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Abstract

Spatial transcriptomics (ST) provides high-resolution
pathological images and whole-transcriptomic expression
profiles at individual spots across whole-slide scales. This
setting makes it an ideal data source to develop multi-
modal foundation models. Although recent studies at-
tempted to fine-tune visual encoders with trainable gene
encoders based on spot-level, the absence of a wider slide
perspective and spatial intrinsic relationships limits their
ability to capture ST-specific insights effectively. Here,
we introduce ST-Align, the first foundation model designed
for ST that deeply aligns image-gene pairs by incorporat-
ing spatial context, effectively bridging pathological imag-
ing with genomic features. We design a novel pretrain-
ing framework with a three-target alignment strategy for
ST-Align, enabling (1) multi-scale alignment across image-
gene pairs, capturing both spot- and niche-level contexts
for a comprehensive perspective, and (2) cross-level align-
ment of multimodal insights, connecting localized cellular
characteristics and broader tissue architecture. Addition-
ally, ST-Align employs specialized encoders tailored to dis-
tinct ST contexts, followed by an Attention-Based Fusion
Network (ABFN) for enhanced multimodal fusion, effec-
tively merging domain-shared knowledge with ST-specific
insights from both pathological and genomic data. We pre-
trained ST-Align on 1.3 million spot-niche pairs and evalu-
ated its performance through two downstream tasks across
six datasets, demonstrating superior zero-shot and few-shot
capabilities. ST-Align highlights the potential for reducing
the cost of ST and providing valuable insights into the dis-
tinction of critical compositions within human tissue.

*These authors contributed equally to this work.
†Corresponding author.

1. Introduction

Figure 1. Comparison between WSI-Bulk Transcriptomics and
ST Data. ST enables the integration of high-resolution histopatho-
logical images with whole-transcriptomic gene expression profiles
at the level of individual spots across the entire slide. In contrast,
bulk transcriptomics averages gene expression across heteroge-
neous cell populations, lacking spatial resolution and the ability to
correlate gene expression with specific regions or patches within
WSIs.

In modern healthcare, exploring the homogeneous or
heterogeneous cellular components within spatial niches is
critical [1, 6, 11, 22, 39, 48]. Traditionally, hematoxylin
and Eosin (H&E) stained-whole slide images (WSIs) and
bulk gene expression profiles (GEPs) have been widely em-
ployed to investigate the cellular morphology and intrinsic
genetic statuses of tissues [7, 21, 25, 30, 34, 38, 44, 49, 56].
However, bulk GEPs do not provide sufficient genetic con-
text corresponding to the high resolution of WSIs, hinder-
ing researchers from exploring the characteristics of niches
with distinct genetic profiles[8, 12, 20, 37, 55].

ST is a novel technology that combines high-resolution
imaging with high-throughput sequencing [5, 42]. In ST,
thousands of spots, each with a radius of 55 µm, are placed
on a chip measuring 6.5 mm × 6.5 mm. This design
facilitates the capture of corresponding H&E images and
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GEPs within a spatial context, ensuring fine-grained align-
ment between histological morphology and molecular fea-
tures across numerous sub-tile regions (shown in Figure 1),
which highlights ST an ideal source for paired pathological
images and genes.

Recent research efforts have focused on collecting these
novel and valuable ST to advance this field. In addition,
inspired by the success of vision-language models [9, 35],
researchers fine-tuned the original CLIP framework with
spots from ST and explored the construction of image-gene
multimodal models. However, modeling ST with CLIP or
PLIP immediately poses challenges including (1) overlook-
ing the inherent spatial relationships between spots and cor-
responding broader niches, leading to limited modeling of
ST and loss of valuable insights; (2) pre-trained visual en-
coders struggle to adapt ST images of varying scales, while
gene encoders trained from scratch may exhibit limited gen-
eralizability.

In this study, we design a pretraining paradigm and
propose the first image-gene foundation model named ST-
Align for ST, aligning pathology image-gene relationships
across multiple spatial scales and broadening the context
of ST modeling. (1) We focus on spot and niche simul-
taneously, employing a three-target alignment strategy to
achieve comprehensive image-gene alignment and broader
perceive of structural characteristics within ST. Specifically,
the alignment objectives span three components: image-
gene alignment at the spot level, image-gene alignment at
the niche level, and a further alignment of the integrated
multimodal features from spots and niches. (2) We de-
sign specialized encoders for distinct context in ST, fol-
lowed with an Attention-Based Fusion Network (ABFN) to
fuse visual and genetic feature. This approach not only en-
hances adaptability to images and genes of varying sizes,
but also incorporates domain-common knowledge from pre-
vious well-established pre-trained models alongside ST-
specific insights from additional encoders.

To develop ST-Align, we curated 1.3 million image-gene
pairs, each with corresponding spot-level and niche-level
information, to pre-train the model and evaluated its per-
formance on two downstream tasks: spatial cluster identi-
fication and gene prediction across six in-the-wild datasets.
To summarize, our contributions are: (1) we introduced a
novel pre-training paradigm with a three-target alignment
strategy and trained ST-Align on 1.3 million image-gene
pairs. To the best of our knowledge, ST-Align is the first
image-gene foundation model for ST, broadening the scope
of ST applications. (2) We designed specialized encoders
to capture distinct contextual features in ST, followed by an
ABFN module to fuse multimodal data, integrating domain-
shared knowledge with ST-specific insights from both vi-
sual and genetic features. (3) A series of downstream ex-
periments, including niche-level spatial clustering and spot-

level gene expression prediction, conducted on six bench-
mark datasets, show the generalizability of ST-Align.

2. Related Work

2.1. Multimodal Foundation Model
Multiple pathological image-text pair datasets have
emerged as foundational resources for constructing mul-
timodal foundation models in medical ares. The Open-
Path dataset provides a comprehensive resource, featur-
ing 116,504 image-text pairs from Twitter posts across 32
pathology subspecialties, facilitating the fine-tuning of a
PLIP foundation model to enhance diagnosis, knowledge
sharing, and pathological education [17, 24, 32, 36, 52].
Quilt-1M serves as another significant source, yielding over
1 million paired samples that have been utilized for fine-
tuning a pre-trained CLIP model, demonstrating its per-
formance across diverse sub-pathologies and cross-modal
retrieval tasks [18]. A recent visual-language foundation
model, CONCH, was developed using various patholog-
ical images and biomedical text, incorporating over 1.17
million image-caption pairs through task-agnostic pretrain-
ing, achieving state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance across
14 diverse benchmark tasks [25]. PathAsst and PathCLIP
were trained on over 207K high-quality pathology image-
text pairs from public sources, facilitating advancements in
the interpretation of pathology images, as well as in diagno-
sis and treatment processes [35]. Collectively, these multi-
modal datasets provide external insights into understanding
and uncovering the information contained in pathological
images, thereby facilitating improvements in performance
across various downstream tasks, including diagnosis and
clinical report synthesis.

2.2. Foundation Models for WSI and GEP
Pathological Foundation Model: The recent advances
in the area of foundation model of WSI had gain signifi-
cant traction in pathology. The previous pathological foun-
dation model combined with self-supervised learning and
swin Tranformer and it was trained on TCGA dataset, which
contain more than 10 thousand of WSIs [43]. Existing
SOTA methods was developed on exceeding 1 million WSIs
from diverse sources and with rich biomedical text and other
modality and this novel adopt the new contrastive leanring
strategy and efficient attention mechanism, which archive
inspired performance in more than 15 diverse downstream
stream tasks [7, 38, 44].
Genetic Foundation Model: In the area of transcriptome,
existing foundation approaches focus on the single-cell
transcriptomics data and apply the reconstruction loss to
guide the model learning the intrinsic gene expression pat-
tern [10, 13, 51]. It can also be pushed one step further
to involve other modality in extending the biological in-
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sights [3, 23, 46, 57]. Collectively, these model demonstrate
impressive performance in solving multimodal downstream
tasks, as well as in bring novel intrinsic biological insights.

2.3. Image-Gene Paired Datasets
Previous image-gene datasets were based on pairwise WSI
and bulk transcriptomic GEPs derived from the same pa-
tient. Specifically, the bulk GEP was a vector contain-
ing 19,000 protein-coding genes for individual patient sam-
ples, corresponding to a gigapixel WSI. The rise of ST
has spurred the development of various datasets focused on
fine-grained transcriptomic analysis in tissue. ST allows
researchers to obtain paired pathological images and tran-
scriptome at a single spot, each with a 55 µm diameter, with
thousands of spots arranged across tissue slices. Recent
databases include CROST [41], SODB [53], STOmicsDB
[50], Aquila [58], and the Museum of Spatial Transcrip-
tomics [28]. These databases primarily focus on collecting
normal, disease and cancerous ST data, providing valuable
insights into the spatial distribution of gene expression in
tissue samples. In additional, HEST-1k [19] and STimage-
1K4M [4], offer paired image and gene expression data,
making them especially ideal source for bridging the gap
between visual information and genetic expression in patho-
logical area.

2.4. Downstream Tasks in ST
Representation Learning and Clustering. Learning infor-
mative representation is a important task in ST. This process
involves compact WSI and GEP, capturing the intrinsic fea-
tures of the underlying biological processes. The results can
be applied in distinguishing spatial clusters, where tissue re-
gions are grouped based on shared characteristics captured
in the embeddings [15, 16, 26]. Clustering is a basic task
and allow researchers to explore tissue heterogeneity and
identify distinct spatial niches that represent the different
cellular functions or disease states.
Gene Expression Enhancement and Prediction. Another
key task in ST is learning the relationship between patho-
logical images and gene expression, enabling the prediction
of gene expression directly from the images. This approach
has the potential to reduce the need for costly and time-
consuming library preparation and sequencing [54]. Addi-
tionally, improving the quality of sequencing and increas-
ing the resolution of GEP through high-resolution imaging
techniques offers a more detailed understanding of spatial
patterns within tissue samples [2, 33, 45]. It leading to im-
proved accuracy in analyzing gene expression spatial distri-
butions among heterogeneous spatial niches.

3. Methods
Here, we present ST-Align, the first image-gene foundation
model with a novel pre-training paradigm specifically de-

signed for ST. The model architecture is illustrated in Fig-
ure 2. First, we represent ST as a multi-level spatial struc-
ture in Section 3.1. Next, we detail the specialized image
and gene encoders for ST in Section 3.2. Then, in Sec-
tion 3.3, we present the Attention-Based Fusion Network
(ABFN) for integrating visual and genetic features. Finally,
the alignment objectives for ST-Align pretraining are intro-
duced in Section 3.4.

3.1. Muti-level Spatial Structure of ST
Recognizing the spatial heterogeneity of ST, we repre-
sent it as a muti-level spatial structure with spot-level and
niche-level. Spots reflect microscopic information in a
small region, while niches represents a larger functional
area composed of multiple adjacent spots. Given a histol-
ogy slide Xi ∈ Rdx×dy×3, we not only tessellate it into
spot-level patches based on the coordinates of the spatial
transcriptome sequencing points Si = {s1i , . . . , s

Ni
i } with

sni ∈ RWs×Hs×3, but also according to the KNN algorithm
(Sec. 2) based on Euclidean distance (Eq. (1)), the sequenc-
ing points are clustered to segment the niche-level patches
Gi = {g1

i , . . . ,g
Ni
i } with gn

i ∈ RWg×Hg×3.

L2(xi, xj) =

(
n∑

l=1

∣∣∣x(l)
i − x

(l)
j

∣∣∣2) 1
2

, (1)

where xi, xj represent two sequencing points; n = 2 rep-
resents a two-dimensional space, and xi and xj denote the
coordinate values of x

(l)
i and x

(l)
j in the LTH dimension,

respectively.
Given a set of gene expression from spatial transcriptome
sequencing Gi ∈ RNg which results corresponding to his-
tology slide Xi. Spot-level gene expression values Qi =
{q1

i , . . . ,q
Ni
i }, where qn

i ∈ RNg , can be obtained for each
sequencing point. For niche-level gene expression, we cal-
culate the mean of the gene expression values (Eq. (2))
across all sequencing points within the niche-level cluster,
it can be defined as Pi = {p1

i , . . . ,p
Ni
i }, where pn

i ∈ RNg .

pni =
1

|S|
∑
j∈S

qji , (2)

where n represents the index of the sequencing points and S
represents the set of points within the niche-level cluster.

3.2. ST Encoder
Image Encoding: It is important to highlight that ST spot-
level images are relatively small, measuring only 28×28
pixels, which presents a challenge for traditional visual
foundation models to effectively extract meaningful infor-
mation. To address this, we employ a custom-designed
adaptive encoder to extract features from these diminutive
spot images. Here, we select ResNet-50 [14] as the encoder,
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Figure 2. Overview of ST-Align Architecture. (a) Paired WSI and GEP data are segmented into spot-level patches, which are then
grouped into niche-level data. A compressed feature for each paired spot-level gene and niche-level image is encoded using a feature
extractor pretrained on a large dataset, while spot-level images and niche-level genes are encoded using trainable encoder. In addition, We
not only aligned image feature and gene feature at spot-level and niche-level, but also aligend spot-niche fusion feature. (b) The KNN
algorithm is used to cluster spot-level data to obtain niche-level data. (c) Attention based fusion network.

referred to as AE-Img, and utilize a from-scratch training
approach. AE-img is tasked with capturing the fine-grained
features of a given set of spot-level patches Si, with the out-
put defined as follows:

Xs = {R1, R2, . . . , RNi
} = AE-Img(Si; θ

resnet
t ), (3)

where Rn ∈ Rd is the vector after embedding and θresnet
t

denotes the parameters of the AE-Img Encoder.
For niche-level images, we preprocess them to a reso-

lution of 224×224 pixels and then employ the pretrained

pathology image encoder. Given a sequence of niche-level
images Gi, the output of the UNI model can be defined as:

Xg = {E1, E2, . . . , ENi} = UNI(Gi; θ
uni
t ), (4)

where ∥Xg∥ = ∥Xs∥, for the same WSI, Ei and Ri corre-
spond one-to-one, and En ∈ Rd is the embedding.
Gene Encoding: Existing genetic foundation models are
typically trained on single-cell transcriptome data. How-
ever, the genetic data for individual spots generally repre-
sents 2 to 10 cells in ST, resulting in further divergence from
single-cell genetic data distributions.

4



To address this, we utilize a pretrained model to capture
information at the spot level, while designing an adaptive
encoder to model gene expression at the niche level, re-
ferred to as AE-Gene. In addition, scGPT [10], a generative
pre-trained transformer trained on a repository of over 33
million cells, was leveraged to extract features from a given
set of spot-level genes Qi, as shown in Eq. (6).

Gs = {S1, S2, . . . , SNi
} = scGPT(Qi; θ

scgpt
t ), (5)

where θscgpt
t represents the pretrained parameters of the

scGPT model, and Sn ∈ Rd is the spot-level gene embed-
ding.

As for AE-Gene, we select Transformer Encoder [40]
serves as a trainable module to learn niche-level gene fea-
tures.

Gg = {T1, T2, . . . , TNi} = AE-Gene(Pi; θ
trans
t ), (6)

where Tn ∈ Rd is the embedded vector, and θtrans
t represents

the parameters of Transformer.

3.3. Attention-Based Fusion Network
After extracting features using the image and gene encoder,
we employ a cross-attention mechanism to facilitate inter-
action between image features F I = {fI1, . . . , fINi

} with
F I ∈ Rd and gene features FG = {fG1, . . . , fGNi

} with
FG ∈ Rd, thereby enhancing image features with gene con-
text, the formulation of this interaction is as follows:

ZI
i =

exp
(

(fI′i·Wq)·(fG′
i·Wk)

T

√
d

)
· fG′

i ·Wv∑
j exp

(
(fI′j ·Wq)·(fG′

j ·Wk)T√
d

) , (7)

where fIi ∈ Rd → fI′i ∈ Rs×l, and Wq,Wk,Wv ∈ Rl×l

are learnable embedding matrices.
Similarly, we enhance gene features by incorporating

image context:

ZG
i =

exp
(

(fG′
i·Wq)·(fI′i·Wk)

T

√
d

)
· fI′i ·Wv∑

j exp
(

(fG′
j ·Wq)·(fI′j ·Wk)T√

d

) , (8)

where fGi ∈ Rd → fG′
i ∈ Rs×l, and Wq,Wk,Wv ∈ Rl×l

are learnable embedding matrices.
Finally, we merge the two enhanced feature vectors to ob-
tain the multimodal representation. The formulation of this
interaction is as follows:

Fi = [ZI
i WI ;Z

G
i WG], (9)

where WI ,WG ∈ Rl× l
2 , [·; ·] denotes the concatenation op-

eration, and Fi ∈ Rs×l → Fi ∈ Rd.

3.4. Alignment Objectives
Muti-level Image-Gene Alignment: We align the embed-
ding spaces of the slide and expression encoders through
a symmetric cross-modal contrastive learning objective.
For a spot-level image embedding Ri, given a set T =
{a1, . . . , au}, where T ∈ Rd is a subset of spot-level gene
expression embeddings containing one positive sample and
u− 1 samples, we optimize:

Ls
CL =− 1

2
log

 exp
(

Ri·a+
i

τ

)
∑u−1

j=1 exp

(
Ri·a−

j

τ

)


− 1

2
log

 exp
(

ai·R+
i

τ

)
∑u−1

j=1 exp

(
ai·R−

j

τ

)
 , (10)

where Ri and ai are used as the query sample, a+i and R+
i

are the positive sample corresponding to the query, a−i and
R−

i are the negative sample, and τ is the temperature coef-
ficient used to regulate the distribution of similarity scores.

For niche-level image and gene expression embeddings,
we adopt the same optimization objective to align them, de-
noted by the objective function Ln

CL.
Spot-Niche Alignment: Beyond traditional inter-modality
alignment, we introduce an approach to align spot-level and
niche-level feature embeddings, effectively increasing the
receptive field at the spot level and enhancing the ability to
capture the structural features of pathological images.

LNS = − log

 exp
(

FS
i ·FN+

i

τ

)
∑u−1

j=1 exp

(
FS

i ·FN−
j

τ

)
 , (11)

where FS
i , FN

i ∈ Rd are the feature embeddings of spot-
level and niche-level, respectively, after multimodal fusion.

We optimize the above objectives with total loss L:

L = λ1Ls
CL + λ2Ln

CL + (1− λ1 − λ2)LNS . (12)

Here, λ1 and λ2 are hyperparameters that balances the
contribution of each loss type.

4. Experiments and results
4.1. Dataset and Implementation
Spot view data collection: All image-gene pair data were
derived from the public dataset STimage-1K4M [4], which
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Table 1. Performance of different foundation model embeddings in spatial clustering identification. G. and P. refer to graph-based
modality (transcriptomics) and path-based modality (WSIs), respectively. Best performance in bold, second best underlined. The standard
deviation is reported over five runs and evaluated using the ARI metric.

Model
Modality Dataset

Overall
G. P. 151507 151508 151509 151669 151670 151673

CTransPath ✓ 0.0589± 0.030 0.0702± 0.036 0.0823± 0.034 0.0030± 0.007 0.0482± 0.006 0.2269± 0.013 0.0816
UNI ✓ 0.1056± 0.044 0.1068± 0.046 0.1647± 0.060 0.0022± 0.005 0.0642± 0.029 0.2101± 0.027 0.1089
Prov-GigaPath ✓ 0.1047± 0.021 0.0951± 0.030 0.1535± 0.067 0.0314± 0.039 0.0880± 0.006 0.1927± 0.018 0.1109
Hibou ✓ 0.0669± 0.033 0.0609± 0.034 0.0754± 0.040 0.0132± 0.029 0.0862± 0.003 0.2198± 0.010 0.0871
CONCH ✓ 0.1019± 0.022 0.1623± 0.039 0.1930± 0.064 0.0053± 0.009 0.0838± 0.005 0.2243± 0.024 0.1284

Scanpy ✓ 0.2184± 0.031 0.2246± 0.018 0.3902± 0.026 0.2878± 0.202 0.2334± 0.1635 0.2288± 0.027 0.2639
scFoundation ✓ 0.2058± 0.021 0.2333± 0.021 0.3869± 0.027 0.2851± 0.061 0.2593± 0.060 0.1989± 0.031 0.2616
scGPT ✓ 0.2483± 0.021 0.2592± 0.011 0.3282± 0.034 0.2115± 0.145 0.2869± 0.038 0.2348± 0.031 0.2615

CLIP ✓ ✓ 0.2977± 0.031 0.3171± 0.021 0.3747± 0.024 0.1136± 0.031 0.2277± 0.061 0.2058± 0.013 0.2561
PLIP ✓ ✓ 0.2707± 0.040 0.3010± 0.008 0.4207± 0.018 0.0918± 0.051 0.1790± 0.036 0.2267± 0.012 0.2483
ST-Align ✓ ✓ 0.3098± 0.016 0.3319± 0.035 0.4700± 0.037 0.2956± 0.100 0.3523± 0.067 0.2783± 0.014 0.3396

covers 11 tissue types and was sequenced using three dis-
tinct ST technologies. To ensure consistent scale in spot
images, we retained only data from human tissues and se-
quenced with 10x Visium technology. Additionally, we fil-
tered out WSIs with fewer than 50 spots, yielding a final
dataset of 573 WSIs with 1.3 million spots.
Niche view data collection: For each individual spot in
the dataset, we collected its correspond niche, defined as
the three nearest neighboring spots that provide a larger-
scale context. To approximate the niche-level transcrip-
tomic GEP, we averaged the expression values of the three
neighboring spots to simulate bulk transcriptomics at the
niche level. Consequently, we constructed paired patholog-
ical and genetic data for each of the 1.3 million spots along
with their corresponding niche.
Implementation: For AE-Gene, we use a 6-layer Trans-
former encoder with an 8-head attention mechanism, and
set the dropout rate to 0.1. During training, the learning rate
was initialized at 5× 10−4, with a cosine scheduler and lin-
ear warmup for gradual adjustment. We used the AdamW
optimizer with a weight decay ranging from 0.04 to 0.4,
following a cosine decay schedule. The optimizer param-
eters include ϵ = 1 × 10−8 and β = (0.9, 0.999). Model
training was distributed across 3 NVIDIA A800 GPUs, with
synchronized batch normalization across devices to ensure
consistent feature scaling.

4.2. Baselines and Metrics

We grouped baselines into three categories: (1) unimodal
foundations for pathological images, (2) unimodal founda-
tions for transcriptomics, and (3) multimodal contrastive
learning frameworks.
Pathology Baselines: All pathology foundation baselines

(P.) served as frozen encoders to embed pathological images
of individual ST spots, which were then used in downstream
tasks. The baselines include CTransPath[43], UNI[7], Prov-
GigaPath[49], and Hibou[29], all trained on large-scale
WSIs. Additionally, CONCH[25] was a visual-language
foundational model trained on paired historical images and
medical report texts.

Transcriptomic Baselines: Transcriptomic foundation
baselines (G.) were applied to extract transcriptomic fea-
tures from each ST spot, similar to the pathology baselines.
The baselines include scFoundation[13] and scGPT[10], re-
cent foundation models pretrained on large-scale single-cell
RNA sequencing data. We also included Scanpy[47], the
most prevalent toolkit for transcriptomic data analysis.

Multimodal Baselines: We also pretrained popular mul-
timodal contrastive learning frameworks, CLIP[31] and
PLIP[17], as baselines. Following the approach in STimage-
1K4M[4], we used a fully connected (FC) layer to compress
the original gene expression profile into a 32-dimensional
embedding. Simultaneously, a pretrained image encoder
was used, followed by an FC layer that projected images
into a 32-dimensional representation. We loaded pretrained
parameters (ViT-B/32) for CLIP from openai/clip-vit-base-
patch32, and for PLIP, pretrained parameters (ViT-L/14)
from vinid/plip on Hugging Face. Hyperparameters were
chosen to match those used for CLIP training.

Metrics: The performance of ST-Align and other founda-
tion model in two downstream tasks were evaluated through
(1) the adjusted rand index (ARI, higher is better), which
measure the similarity between true region and clusters
based on embeddings, and (2) mean-square error (MSE,
lower is better) that indicate the deviation between predict-
ing gene expression and true expression level among all
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spots.

Table 2. Ablation Study. Concatenate denotes the equal fusion
of image and gene features. ABFN, LNS , and AE represent our
three designs: Attention-Based Fusion Network, niche-spot loss,
and trainable encoder, respectively. Note that since scGPT and
Concatenate incorporate genetic information, we did not conduct
experiments on them for gene prediction.

Model Clustering ARI ↑ Prediction MSE ↓

UNI 0.1089 0.2014
scGPT 0.2615 -

Concatenate 0.1106 -
ABFN + LNS 0.2590 0.1801
AE + ABFN 0.1620 0.1710

AE + LNS + ABFN 0.3396 0.1682

4.3. Spatial Clustering Identification
ST is commonly used to explore spatial regions within tis-
sue slices. Here, we evaluated ST-Align and baseline mod-
els in identifying spatial regions by testing on six indepen-
dent human brain slices from [27]. Table 1 shows that ST-
Align achieved the best overall performance, outperforming
both (1) unimodal foundation models and (2) multimodal
baselines in a zero-shot setting.
ST-Align vs. Unimodal: As showed in Table 1, ST-Align
outperformed all unimodal foundation baselines across all
test slices. Genetic foundation models exceeded patholog-
ical models by +15.49%, indicating that relying solely on
pathological images without considering genetic informa-
tion is insufficient for accurate spatial domain identification.
Notably, ST-Align achieved improvements of +23.22% and
+7.73% over pathological and genetic foundation models,
respectively. Although CLIP and PLIP performed compa-
rably to genetic foundation models, their performance was
limited by using only a simple MLP for gene modeling.
These results highlight the substantial benefits of integrat-
ing genetic and morphological features for distinguishing
biological structures.
ST-Align vs. Multimodal: Comparing ST-Align to popular
multimodal frameworks CLIP and PLIP, ST-Align achieved
+8.35% and +9.13% higher ARI scores, respectively. These
results demonstrate ST-Align’s effectiveness in leveraging
the ABFN and a two-stage contrastive learning approach
for modeling ST data.

4.4. Spot Gene Expression Prediction
Predicting gene expression at the single-spot level can po-
tentially reduce the need for costly and time-consuming li-
brary preparation and sequencing. In this experiment, we
used the image encoders from ST-Align and other baseline

models (excluding genetic foundation models) in cooperat-
ing with an MLP, trained on 80% of the spots to predict
gene expression values for the remaining spots. The pre-
diction results for nine genes, categorized into three groups,
are presented in Table 3.
Unimodal vs. Multimodal: Compared to unimodal meth-
ods, the multimodal model pretrained on other ST datasets
achieved better results overall. The multimodal mod-
els showed performance improvements of +9.26% and
+12.64% in predicting Layer Marker Genes and Laminar
Genes, respectively, but a decrease of −21.99% for Non-
Laminar Genes, while ST-Align achieved a +6.97% im-
provement in Non-Laminar Genes. Unlike Layer Marker
and Laminar Genes, Non-Laminar Genes are not structure-
specific. The observed contrasting performance between
ST-Align and the baselines underscores the importance of
approaches of incorporating genetic features during pre-
training phase.
ST-Align vs. Multimodal: Compared to other multimodal
methods, ST-Align achieved performance improvements
of +3.16%, +4.51%, and +23.74% in predicting Layer
Marker Genes, Laminar Genes, and Non-Laminar Genes,
respectively, with the largest gain observed in Non-Laminar
Genes. These results highlight the necessity of the ABFN
and AEs and the spatial perception module. In summary,
ST-Align serves as an effective method for multimodal joint
analysis and gene expreesion prediction.

4.5. Ablation Study
To evaluate the modules in ST-Align, we performed a se-
ries of ablation studies on two downstream tasks, with the
results displayed in Table 2.
AEs and ABFN: ST-Align utilizes AEs and ABFN to cap-
ture and fuse domain-specific knowledge with ST-specific
information efficiently. First, we ablated the AEs, result-
ing in a performance reduction of 8.06% and 6.61% in the
two tasks, respectively. To furtherly investigate the strat-
egy of ST-Align for modeling ST data, we replaced the
ABFN+AE combination with direct concatenation of uni-
modal embeddings, which reduced performance by 5.14%
in the first downstream task. These results underscore the
effectiveness of AEs and ABFN in modeling and integrat-
ing ST-specific pathological image and genetic data.
Spot-Niche contrastive learning: We further ablated the
spot-niche contrastive loss LNS , which guides alignment
between individual spots and their corresponding niches.
Results indicate that incorporating LNS improves per-
formance of ST-Align by +17.76% and +1.64% in the
two tasks, respectively. Comparing ABFN+LNS with
ABFN+AE, we observed improved performance in the spa-
tial identification task but a reduction in the gene prediction
task. This finding suggests that LNS likely enhances the
ability of ST-Align to model spatial relationships between
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Table 3. Performance of predicting gene expression based on images. Best performance in bold, second best underlined. The standard
deviation is reported over six datasets and evaluated using the MSE metric.

Model Layer Marker Genes Laminar Non-Laminar Overall

FABP7 CCK PVALB PCP4 MOBP SNAP25 IGKC HBB NPY

CTranPath 0.4645± 0.105 0.2002± 0.060 0.1667± 0.072 0.1590± 0.099 0.2119± 0.118 0.3632± 0.094 0.0820± 0.042 0.0583± 0.026 0.0315± 0.034 0.1927
CONCH 0.4396± 0.131 0.1680± 0.069 0.1749± 0.067 0.1890± 0.122 0.2222± 0.151 0.3471± 0.091 0.0672± 0.033 0.0891± 0.048 0.0271± 0.010 0.1916
Prov-GigaPath 0.4309± 0.081 0.2105± 0.078 0.2050± 0.118 0.1611± 0.077 0.2595± 0.167 0.3804± 0.123 0.0582± 0.014 0.0720± 0.024 0.0385± 0.047 0.2018
Hibou 0.4056± 0.091 0.1842± 0.082 0.2042± 0.076 0.1729± 0.102 0.2219± 0.1382 0.3065± 0.085 0.0746± 0.021 0.0656± 0.031 0.0278± 0.008 0.1848
UNI 0.4782± 0.101 0.1943± 0.049 0.1824± 0.056 0.1508± 0.088 0.2831± 0.200 0.3834± 0.070 0.0692± 0.045 0.0494± 0.021 0.0274± 0.024 0.2014
CLIP 0.3944± 0.106 0.1966± 0.088 0.1703± 0.068 0.1559± 0.090 0.2061± 0.083 0.3205± 0.112 0.0758± 0.038 0.1118± 0.030 0.0344± 0.040 0.1840
PLIP 0.3951± 0.106 0.1936± 0.090 0.1650± 0.069 0.1502± 0.089 0.2064± 0.080 0.3230± 0.110 0.0753± 0.038 0.1257± 0.042 0.0344± 0.039 0.1854
ST-Align 0.3824± 0.075 0.1754± 0.079 0.1644± 0.087 0.1480± 0.083 0.1898± 0.113 0.2982± 0.061 0.0547± 0.031 0.0743± 0.022 0.0269± 0.034 0.1682

Figure 3. Zero-shot Spatial Clustering Results. The performance of methods in identifying spatial domains was evaluated by comparing
ST-Align with existing methods CLIP and PLIP, using human annotation as the ground truth. Each row represents distinct slices (151509
and 151673) derived from different samples. Each color corresponds to a distinct spatial region, ranging from WM (White Matter) to L1.

fine-grained and coarse-grained data, while ABFN+AE is
more effective at capturing intrinsic characteristics within
ST data.

4.6. Visualization

To attribute the effectiveness of multimodal strategies in
identifying spatial clusters, we visualized the predicted
cluster labels of ST-Align, CLIP, and PLIP in a zero-shot
setting. As shown in Figure 3, in slice 151509, layers
L1 and L2 are continuous but display subtle differences in
structure that CLIP and PLIP fail to distinguish accurately,
whereas ST-Align successfully differentiates them. Addi-
tionally, in slice 151673, ST-Align more effectively delin-
eates the boundary between the white matter (WM) and

layer L6 compared to CLIP and PLIP.

5. Conclusions
In this paper, we introduced ST-Align, the first multi-
modal foundation model for ST. ST-Align was pretrained
on 1.3 million spots with corresponding niche data from
573 human tissue slices, encompassing normal, diseased,
and cancerous status. Overall, ST-Align significantly out-
performs all baseline models across two downstream tasks:
spatial domain identification and gene expression predic-
tion. These results emphasize the potential of tailored
modules for effectively modeling the unique pathological
image and genetic features in ST data. Future work in-
cludes implementing stricter data quality control and ex-
panding to incorporate more data and additional modalities
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to enhance versatility. Additionally, exploring ST in fur-
ther applications, such as differentiating niches associated
with clinical phenotypes, presents promising research direc-
tions.
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