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Abstract

Motivation: Bulk RNA-Seq is a widely used method for studying gene expression across a vari-
ety of contexts. The significance of RNA-Seq studies has grown with the advent of high-throughput
sequencing technologies. Computational methods have been developed for each stage of the identifi-
cation of differentially expressed genes. Nevertheless, there are few studies exploring the association
between different types of methods. In this study, we evaluated the impact of the association of
methodologies in the results of differential expression analysis. By adopting two data sets with
qPCR data (to gold-standard reference), seven methods were implemented and assessed in R pack-
ages (EBSeq, edgeR, DESeq2, limma, SAMseq, NOISeq, and Knowseq), which was performed and
assessed separately and in association. The results were evaluated considering the adopted qPCR
data.
Results: Here, we introduce consexpressionR, an R package that automates differential expression
analysis using consensus of at least seven methodologies, producing more assertive results with a
significant reduction in false positives.
Availability: consexpressionR is an R package available via Source code and support are available
at GitHub (https://github.com/costasilvati/consexpressionR).
Contact: julianacostasilvati@gmail.com
Supplementary information: Supplementary data are available at github.
Keywords: ConsexpressionR, gene expression, RNA-Seq

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Implementation 2

3 Materials and Methods 2

4 Results 5

5 Conclusion 6

6 Funding 7

1 Introduction

Bulk RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) is a popular way to study gene expression mechanisms in a wide range
of contexts [28]. The importance of RNA-Seq studies has increased significantly due to the advent of
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high-throughput sequencing technologies [25], which enable the generation of large amounts of data at
a lower cost and in a shorter time than previous methods. Computational methods for processing and
analyzing this data have also developed rapidly [13, 19].

Modern high-throughput sequencing platforms, such as the Illumina HiSeq, generate millions of
paired-end reads per biological sample, these reads can have between 150 and 300 base pairs in length.
RNA-seq data analysis typically involves several key steps [10]. Popular steps are: I) Trimming: Removal
of low-quality bases and sequencing adapters from reads; II) Filtering: Exclusion of reads with low quality
or insufficient length; III) Alignment: Mapping of RNA-seq reads to a reference genome or transcriptome
[20, 31, 36]; IV) Count: Quantification of gene expression by counting reads mapped to each gene or region
of interest [1, 23]; VI) Normalization: Adjustment of count data to correct for technical factors and ensure
comparability between different samples, standard normalization methods include FPKM, TPM, RPKM,
and others; VI) Differential expression analysis: Identification of genes with a significantly different
expression between different conditions or groups of samples [24, 34]; VII)Visualization: Presentation of
results in graphical and tabular formats to facilitate comprehension [5, 18, 27].

Several methods have been developed for each stage of this analysis [10], and have been widely
evaluated by many authors [2, 8, 11, 23, 30]. The most common objective of RNA-Seq data is to find
differentially expressed genes (DEGs) across different conditions or groups [32]. Among computational
methods for identifying DEGs, some strategies consider parametric statistical distributions for expression
data analysis, i.e., parametric methods. Other strategies do not take prior knowledge about the expression
data into account and are called non-parametric methods. [13].

We had previously developed the method consexpression [11] available in Python language. The main
characteristic of consexpression is the identification of DEGs based on the wisdom of crowds theory [26].
In addition, consexpression is designed to perform four of the seven standard RNA-Seq data analysis
steps mentioned above: Alignment, Count, Normalization, and Differential Expression (DE). The user
only needs a sequence reads file (.fastq), a reference genome (.fasta), and annotation files (.gff) to receive
a list of genes identified as differentially expressed by a mixture of five or more methods. However, due to
its limitations for use with non-Python users, an alternative to DE analysis by consexpression is needed.

Here, we introduce an R package version of consexpression, named consexpressionR. Developed in the
R language [17], this package isolates the DE analysis and enables R users to easily adjust parameters.

2 Implementation

The consexpressionR package depends on R version 4.4.0 or higher and the dependencies of seven packages
that perform the differential expression analysis.

This version will only run locally from R environments where is necessary that dependencies are
installed. We have provided the source code, and the latest version can be downloaded through our
GitHub page https://github.com/costasilvati/consexpressionR. The latest version can be launched using
user guide instructions, which are available at https://costasilvati/github.io/consexpressionR.

One contribution of consexpressionR is offering a comprehensive five-stage differential expression
analysis workflow. This includes preparing the experiment, reading table count files, grouping them, and
replicating the assignment. The consexpressionR package makes it possible to perform 7 differential ex-
pression methods by considering their default parameters: DESeq2[24], EBSeq[21], edgeR[34], KnowSeq
[6], limma [33], NOISeq[35], SAMSeq[22]. Consensus computation: Combine the results from different
methods to obtain more robust and reliable results of gene expression changes. Visualization: Generate
informative graphical summaries of your results for straightforward interpretation.
Report generation: Get a report summarizing all the tools used. For a streamlined workflow (Figure: 1),
a ”simple DE procedure” is available. This removes the step of visualization. Other steps are considered
mandatory because they provide the essential information needed for the DE consensus analysis.

3 Materials and Methods

Among the methodologies identified in the study [13], the consexpression [11] stands out. This is a hybrid
methodology that utilizes both parametric and non-parametric methods for the definition of DEGs,
proving to be pioneering. Therefore, this study implemented the updated version of consexpression,
named consexpressionR [14], which presents source code, documentation for use, and all the files available
for the complete replication of this study in an open way.
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Figure 1: consexpressionR analysis workflow and main functionalities. The workflow comprises four
steps, of which only visualization is optional.
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Implementation

For the implementation of the R package consexpressionR, the characteristics of consensus use in the
definition of DEGs, and the main contribution of the initial version (implemented in the Python pro-
gramming language [15]), were taken into account. However, some updates and needs presented by users
in the repository of the initial version [12] were considered in this new version. These are:

1. Updates: new versions of R packages and other extensions used can cause execution problems by
changing the form of commands and parameters, for example;

2. Need for partial analysis: the initial version of consexpression performs all the steps of expression
analysis (mapping, counting, and identifying DEGs). In the new version, these steps have been
implemented independently, and only the identification of DEGs has been made available;

3. Analyses for organisms without a reference genome: consexpression requires the FASTA file with
the reference genome and the GFF file with genome annotation for its execution, which prevents
users with de novo data from performing their analysis. The new version provides differential
expression analysis without the need for a reference genome;

4. Usability: consexpression does not have a graphical user interface (GUI), which can be a limiting
factor for the use of the tool, which was made available in the new version of the package.

In this context, the implementation of consexpressionR follows the R package standard, as presented
in the book 37. For this purpose, the package supporting the development of R packages, devtools [38],
was used to assist in creating the structure. The documentation was developed using the roxygen2 and
devtools package [39]. The graphical interface was developed using the R Shiny package [7].

Table 1: DEGs methods adopted in R package consexpressionR, order by year of publication. It adopted
the methodology proposed in review [13].

Method Reference Classification
edger [34] Parametric

NOISeq [35] Non parametric
EBSeq [21] Parametric
SAMSeq [22] Non parametric
DESeq2 [24] Parametric
limma [33] Parametric

KnowSeq [6] Parametric

To address the gaps identified in the consexpression, the analysis of consexpressionR starts from the
integer values of the count table, as presented in Figure 1. The analysis of DEGs is performed with
seven methods implemented in R package format, namely: edgeR, DESeq2, baySeq, EBSeq, NOISeq,
limma, and knowSeq, as presented in Table 1. For the SAMSeq method, only execution with count data
is allowed; this method is not executed for quantification data. The KnowSeq method is executed only
for data with a reference genome and valid gene names in public annotation data, such as ENSEMBL
[29].

Datasets

Two datasets were adopted in order to evaluate the differential expression in this study. Dataset (A) is
available in the Short Read Archive (SRA) by the National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI)
and can be accessed using the code SRA010153. This dataset includes two conditions: cerebral tissue
(Brain) and a mix of human cells (UHR), with each condition having seven replicates [4]. The reads of
this dataset were mapped to the human genome, version 19 (GRCh37.p13) using the TopHat tool [36].
The genome and annotation file used are available in GENCODE page project [16]. To performance
metrics were used as gold standard experiment, the qPCR constructed with the same samples described.
This is the same dataset used in the version of consexpression [11].

Dataset (B) is available in the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) repository of NCBI [3] and can
accessed using the code GSE95077. This dataset provides the count table from an experiment conducted
using the Illumina HiSeq 2500 sequencer. The experiment involved two conditions: multiple myeloma
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cells with two treatments (BM and JJ), representing the application of amiloride at different dosages,
and a control (DMSO). Each condition contains six samples, resulting in a count table with 18 columns
and 107 rows. Performance metrics were obtained using qPCR data from the same study [10]. 31 genes
were considered eligible for expression analysis with qPCR. These genes, 1

3 , were randomly chosen, and
2
3 were selected because they showed significant expression variation, such as being up or downregulated.
For the study initially applied, dataset B was ranked. However, in this study, we consider that genes
classified by 10 as upregulated and downregulated by qPCR are differentially expressed, regardless of
their ranking position.

4 Results

In order to evaluate the proposed method to identify DEGs, an experiment was performed using data
sets (A) and (B), detailed information about data sets is presented in Section 3. Various assertiveness
metrics were considered, as shown in Table 2.

The evaluation of individual methodologies for identifying DEGs clearly indicates that the results are
strongly influenced by the adopted statistical model. Some methods perform better with more samples,
while others show variations in the results influenced by different study characteristics [11].

Table 2: Performance evaluation of consensus with dataset (A).
Consensus # TP FP Recall Specificity Precision

1 371 354 0,93 0,36 0,51
2 359 226 0,90 0,59 0,61
3 342 80 0,86 0,85 0,81
4 333 38 0,83 0,93 0,89
5 310 20 0,78 0,96 0,94
6 263 8 0,66 0,98 0,97
7 87 6 0,22 0,99 0,93

We applied seven differential gene expression analysis techniques (presented in Table 1) to the data
used in the initial consexpression tests [11], here referred to as dataset (A) and to data from the study
by 10, here referred to as dataset (B). We evaluated the consensus of these results to determine whether
the updated theory maintains the previously recorded performance.

Table 3: Performance evaluation of consensus with dataset (B).
Consensus # TP FP Recall Specificity Precision

1 13 7 0,62 0,30 0,65
2 11 4 0,52 0,60 0,73
3 7 1 0,33 0,90 0,87
4 4 0 0,19 1,00 1,00
5 4 0 0,19 1,00 1,00
6 3 0 0,14 1,00 1,00
7 0 0 0,00 1,00 NA

Tables 2 and 3 present the performance measures of DEG analysis using the consensus on the range
of one to seven methodologies. Dataset (A) follows a normal distribution for RNA-Seq expression exper-
iments, where most data do not show significant expression variations and a smaller group shows evident
variation.

Consensus analysis of dataset (A) reveals that consensus among four or five methods yields results
comparable to the best individual method performance while improving precision. However, using a
consensus of more than five methods can lead to high precision but low recall. This approach may be
helpful for identifying specific variations but at the cost of potentially missing relevant discoveries.

The precision of the consensus methods improves with each added methodology, as shown in figures 2
and 3. However, when the specificity is increased, the result becomes highly restrictive, so that in a data
set with few genes, such as dataset (B), the FP ratio reaches 0 when we select only the genes indicated
as DE by at least four methods.
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Figure 2: Precision X Recall curve by dataset (A) by considering the consensus of methods.

Dataset (B) analysis shows that while EBSeq and NOISeq achieve high recall, they also have the
three lowest precision rates, indicating a high rate of false positives despite identifying numerous genes.
These results are consistent with those observed in dataset (A). Among the seven methods evaluated,
edgeR, limma, DESeq2, and SAMSeq achieve the highest accuracy, consistent with previous studies
[9, 11]. This suggests that nearly all genes identified by these methods are true positives, given the
default parameterization used by consexpressionR. However, the limited number of samples leads to
lower recall.
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Figure 3: Precision X Recall curve by dataset (B) by considering the consensus of methods.

The results indicate that consensus analysis improves the identification of differentially expressed
genes, yielding more robust and reliable results. This approach facilitates the rapid generation of gene
lists based on the agreement of N user-specified methods (ranging from one to seven), irrespective of the
specific methods employed. Notably, the final gene list may comprise genes identified by N methods,
even if none of those methods exhibits optimal individual performance. Thus, the parameter N can
be adjusted in order to produce results with higher precision (avoiding false positives), more permissive
results with greater recovery (recall), or even a balance between precision and recall.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we present the R package, consexpressionR, which leverages the consensus of multiple
differential expression analysis methods to identify DEGs. We also analyzed the individual results of
the main methods across two RNA-Seq benchmark datasets. The experiments indicate that combin-
ing multiple methods can enhance the specificity of DEG identification; Thus, consexpressionR allows
parametrization to enable more sensitive analyses as well.

As noted previously [11], we detected a decrease in Recall as the number of methods in consensus;
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in datasets (A) and (B), it is possible to see the same behavior. This range follows an increase in
precision rate. Thus, as a result, using more consensus methods can indicate DEGs more precisely and
restrictively. On the other hand, discovering new DEGs requires being more permissive. In individual
methods analysis, it is possible to identify that non-parametric methods are more affected by the amount
of data. NOISeq and KnowSeq have a low Recall rate.

A graphical user interface (GUI) was developed for the package, enabling local execution of analysis
through a web browser. The package is currently available on GitHub. We anticipate its inclusion in the
Bioconductor repository following the completion of the submission process.

Based on the results of the experiments, we conclude that RNA-Seq-based differential expression
methodologies have achieved a high level of maturity. Therefore, current contributions focus on improving
ease of use and enhancing the robustness of existing methods. Future research directions include exploring
consensus-based analysis of single-cell RNA-Seq (scRNA-Seq) data.

In summary, consexpressionR provides a reliable R package for Bulk RNA-Seq expression analysis,
delivering highly specific results. Additionally, it offers the option to identify new potential expression
profiles when using a lower consensus threshold, such as the indication of one or two methods.
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