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A method for cluster analysis of single-cell gene expression data using
the Pachinko Allocation Model

WATARU HIROTAL'®  MITSUHIRO ET0O? SHIGETO SENO2'P) HIDEO MATSUDAZ

Abstract: Improving single-cell analysis technologies satisfies our desire to observe the gene expressions of
individual cells. We now have single-cell gene expression profiles, large-scaled matrices whose numbers of
both rows and columns are often more than 10,000. Many existing studies have attempted to manage such
large matrices, conducting analyses such as clustering and functional analysis of cells. A successful approach
by these researchers has been to use the Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA). However, the more the number
of topics of LDA grows, the lower the precision of clustering becomes. Therefore, we propose a clustering
method using the Pachinko Allocation Model (PAM), which is a robust model against increasing topics. Here
we demonstrate the high performance of the method.
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— A CRIZFORBEZHETE LS v LRl
FRFTEAAN I Z I RERESZ B 726 L, EF IO
REFRAT RIS, BRETH#EEry tv—2oER L
DEAITDbNS L) o7, ThoD%EHorl
OfiigD 2 7280 v 72i7) e, 77 AF VTR T
NoDTHEDOIEREL 2 5,

INETHMBD 7 7 A5 ) v FFEFEEL CIRES
NTE, 2D 120 CellTree[l] TH 5. CellTree I3 b
Yy 7ETNALD12TH% Latent Dirichlet Allocation[2]
(LDA) #7227 728 ) v 7FiETH 5, CellTree 1F
2O LDA ZFWT, 77 AZ V)V 7 REOEECHEEL
e RS eiic 7 7 X8 OREMNT D ITREIC L 7.

L2»LZDLDAICYH, Py I7HEOMRELDIZI S
AZ) v TREEMET L, 7 7 A5 OFE 2 aefiFiriz+
DT A E VI ERH - 7. 2 2 CAZEE,
By ZROBRIHL Py 7 OREERIEDTEE S b E Y
7 €7 VT % Pachinko Allocation Model[3] Z# L,
FEY 7T INDOREE TG LoD X D EE 2 BRRE T %
TR T 2 FIERIRET 5.

RESCIIRD & 9 L ZIS. 2 7 Tlde v 7Ll
RITICEH LT, 2B LI O0T—% OfFfricowTb
N2, 3% CRBEFECOVTHNT 2, 48 TIIRE
FHROERMEZHE» O 27O DHEE E Z DFEFIZ O VLR
N3, bETIEFE LD ESROFEIIONTIERS.

2. YU EIVERER

AT FPME T OB OV TEA, KISEE T
HBF— 2 %O THEDNTNE 2 525 ) ¥ ZIZD0T
5.

2.1 BEFORHR

DNA (DeoxyriboNucleic Acid; 74 ¥ >V F%#E) 1342
MOBEHRZ R T 2WEHTH S, DNA WA (772
V), G(F7=v), C(¥Fyy), T(F3v) D4HH
DA VLAF FERRTEHINCL > TZFDOERZHFFT 5.
Z OEHN % SEERCA, 7 1 dHLCELY & S,

DNA % Z O —# B EENTENICIEE I N, Fv
NRIBOERLZ A BAEICHve NS, ZOEEIN
% DNA OFFNOFEED Z £ #BET L WS, DNA 225
IRE X N7 EBT 13 RNA (RiboNucleic Acid; Y RIZEE)
ELCTHEEBNICHET 2. BETFH DNA »oE I
RNA 2 I N %8R %2 BB T DFB (expression) & \»
J. —MIIZFEIC DNA 205 T B 2 BofHE OB E T
AT %, THHHL DNA %o —fEiE N oMz %
RRENEL 2—HTH 5.
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F7, il j OBEBET i OFXBHEE (4,5) BRICEOIT
e BERTHE T 7 740, EREHER v 7740LE
o33

REFHETITFHIE L LT Unique Molecular Identi-
fier[4] count (UMI count) ZHL7=bDEWRET 2,
UMI 12121 23%7% 2% (unique %) BHI% > 757D
ZET, Iz RNA ORRBICHIT % 2 &£ T RNA Dl
BFELTHATES, L AZ2TOD RNA I UMI %
53252 LT, H5MIEL»SHZ UMI % RNA Z i
FHLTENZTNHEZBA-bD%, ZOBEEBTORERE
EEZDLTENTES, Ik UMI count &S, UMI
count 1%, ZDEEDSIFAME LS.
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YTV NLVEB TR 7 7 A VRO 7 7 A8
VYRR INETEHREIN TS, DTFTIEET
ZDRERTFIEDL  DMTo T A RIHICBAL T, 2D
DEMEPRER 2R S, RIZ7 A8 ) v 7 ORERTF%
TdH % k-means 5 pcaReduce[5], DIMM-SC[6], SC3[7]
IZDWTIER 5,

2.2.1 IFRFYV YT ERTHIR

SV TNERVFEBTT T 7 AL, TR ST E D
ICREZEVEW ) RERHITIITH 2 L )R H 5. L
72035 T, % DFFNTIZRERITDBEAZT-RICZERM D & BRI
AR I D RFHEZR A~ & ROCHIR Z 1T 9 /71 Ll a b
Tirbh s 2 L%,

ZItHlECIA S v 6 T 2 FREFER T I TH
3, LLREEIR 7 7 A VICERS N ZEHT 5 2 &
WL OPDOMEDSH 5. £, FEBRO AL IES S
bR V) BEH 2, TR 3ER 2
AT BRILZERT 2720, 77— BIEHDIARIHED
ZEERBICREL T3, L2 L UMI count 12 &k - TH
BRZEXRL 6, BRI 00 DL WIEFEBRE RS
O ZDIREDIESL L 7\, E 1 F T I B DR T A
HOLEY A IERBEE L W E W) RED 5 5.

2.2.2 IIRTYVITDRRFE
2.2.2.1 pcaReduce

pcaReduce (&, FRTIHIT X 5 RITHIK & k-means
HBICE 227728V v TRZHIAT) 77 A8 v 7 Fik
TH 5. pcaReduce IF g+ 1 KIGIZE THI L 72XJ0T ¢
B2 IR ~GFEHT S, ¢ IEETHS, RiTqgz 1D
WMo LT, mOAET L7 7RV AL2HET 5. Ihz
q (77 A8%) DHELEICKR L ETL DT,
2.2.2.2 DIMM-SC

Dirichlet mixture model for clustering droplet-based
single cell (DIMM-SC) %, JBR&T 4V 7 L afilcsik-o
W7 I A8 ) Y I FETH S, DIMM-SC T, H 5l
flil2: & 368§ 2 B85 F O 2 0FBEIL, Ml o1
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OV OWBTELEBTH S 77 A, D ofERINICERI N
bDERBT, 2DV FADHAAD ST TR 7 7 A
PERINDEROHEN L, ZNn2RKLT 27 7 A0
OFHZ EM 703 ZALZ BT DREFIETY A
FY) Y TRIT.
2.2.2.3 SC3

Single-Cell Consensus Clustering (SC3) 1%, ##HD 7
FZAZ Y v BRI L T7AL VTBERD 7
AZ) Y TFETH S, SC3 1E 3 OIERENE & 2 s
DRICHIEFEZ A GO 725 6 8 D) O CcHllaf o
2RI L, ZNEFNT IRAI VY TRITH. Z DA,
ZN6DT IA8 ) Y TRIREMAG L TR&INKR 2 7 28
VY TRIT).

2.3 FEYIEFIZERWLEI AT VI DiERFE
2.2.1 THARZ ERG AT OMEZ R $ 2 1 >OFikE L

LT, LDA ZHW/=7 925 ) » 7T DOFETH 5 CellTree

PREINTVS, BUFTIE LDA & CellTree I\ T

WBR7-dH &, LDA ORFERIZOWTIHERS,

2.3.1 Latent Dirichlet Allocation

LDA BV ENR T EY 7EFLD1DOTH S, FEY
7ETFNVREICHRASELHO S THW LN E XFED
ERETNVTH S, PEY Z7ETIVIE, XEZHEOEE
£4 (Bag of Words) &A% L, ZNZNOHGEIILED
ZNFNFFO ThrEY 7 OOMEICS EDLTERIND
ERRT. FEY ZIFHEOLEBRICD L OV THEE I
N5HDT, TNZTNHFEOHBIERZ D, HlZ1Ed 5
XEIZ TAR—=Y, E0w) FEY IDVLL 2 HD LA,
ZDOXEIFAR=Y FEy 705 DHBERDE Ty
H—1 % THER, &voHENL BT 55,

LDA 23% 2 il {5 72 R S ¢ 204 B 1 108
$. LDA &, CEZMIE, HEED MBI 2 85 O 6Bl
BEBEMWUITEZLZETHRET O 7 74 VIOV S
LEDTESL, Zo8f, MlGEETFOEEES (Bag
of Genes) & ARIN, ZNZTHOMILZ N E Y 7 Do
P bEY Z7EAERL, ERIN Yy ZIXZENTIE
RfzRBl3E s,

AFEDONRICE T2 FEY 7 L, MREALICED 2
BEFPH Loz iT ) BB L, BENIZEEDH
LBEBETFOEAETHL I EPHGFINS, Be¥LELK T
vy 7 EEFRBEOLEMFRZ N L 2 b D056 TH
3. Lo T, FEY 2ICBRDH 2 BETF IFE0RE
WHREZEFD, BIRL VBB IIFEMEN 0 L k570,
2.2.1 TRRZERD T OMERTH 2 RO K S %
fiEd 2.

LDA DI 74 ANVETNE B 21T, K228}

7L, FEYZEFLTIE "T2ARX—Y, DEIBIEY 70DE
BRIZHEE CE R\ I EICIEE I N,
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Fig. 1 Process of generating gene expressions in LDA
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D BRI LA Mult(0;) 12669

2.3.2 CellTree

CellTree & LDA ZXIGHIBFEICH W7 925 ) &~
JEETH L. LDA IZkoTHonMiED FEY 7K
TCIE A A FERAEE? 2 PREERNEE L LB S 28 v
JICHCH NS,

2.3.3 LDA ODRIES

BOTREBOBIE T2 6 R 2R 70 7 7 4 VORHIRIL
Z0COD MY 7 ETHIRT 20 L 0w REIX, T—%
ICHIRGET 2708 L\, 72720 FEy 7 2 8dEIc £ ¢l
W22 e, RKICHIlED 2 925 ) v ZEHaIcfr) 2
EDTERLELTYH, HBETHERZ T2 258k
BEBEFRNT T 2 7213 R TE 2L E Lo 5, ik
5, FEYIZEDNIVWEEIR T8 3hnlty T
L) %< o>TLEI»THS, 2Fh, bPEY I
PWNZVIGAIRIETD R E Y 2015 0% > 2 &
H-oThH, My 7 IBIEMT & N2 REEIA R %
2056TH5.

L2 L, LDA CR#EET S FEY 78E2HP LGS
IZFEY 7 OHEERMEMET 5 L) MERF S Tw»
% 8. ZD7®, LDA FFtill 8 5 TR D 72 012
FEY 78EEPT I LIEREETH 5.

3. BEFE
AECEETREFHEOME 2B H &, REFHET

JAv> % Pachinko Allocation Model (PAM) & REERI 5
AZ Y TIZDOWTIER S,

3.1 RBREFEOBE
RETFHETIZ PAM 2HH L TRICHIKZ1T 5. PAM

a2 )2
2 d(x,y) = }:9%:%1—?%%§ﬂ6.
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Fig. 3 Graphical model representation of PAM

b8 X =8 OERIZRD EEDTHS. a1 1z 07 org
R=sSTRX=F gy & 05) DA S—8F x =5 09 13
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HEGED LN Ey 7901, 20, 1 ME j D n FHOBEF
DL—FFEy 7, (EEERBEINS DT, FEERIZTIE 1 DOfH
LB ), 21, 1 20, D6ERS N BN EY 7, 2
LimwﬁéiméhtTuhfvﬁ.%nuqnﬂgiwén
TOEET. BIE ¢ DNANR—RT A= ¢ 1 TRFEY
7k OMETOHBEMER. C & Mg N; 3 i ofET
B Ky & B NEy 28 CRERiiciEE). Ko i3 Thhtey s
B (FnncHEE).

E Ry O EZEBE S 570, 2.3.3 TR FEY
JBEMEP LLIRIC P By 7 OHEEREDYT 23 % M#E % fiF
WL, BRATICR T 2O L RAEN S, PAM
TS5 7RIt CellTree I8 % LDA & [ERRICHIAE
OFREE L CBERL Y 928 ) v iclHvwe s, BE
MYy 728) v JOMBREICIZL—2Y y Pz, fif
I Ward Iz 22Ul v %

3.2 Pachinko Allocation Model

PAM Z by 7 EEETFEREM S 7 TRET S b
Ey 7ETNTHD, KK PAM IFFED DAG THEL
Ny 72T ARETY, REFIETIRHIL—F b
Ey 7 it Ey 7fE - by 7E - BEFED
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4857 % 4-level PAM 2\ %, 727ZLL—bFFEY
ZIIMEE EREL T30 Th D, EHEZeTofiao
ETOBEBTVBH—DEZES. DI, & ICBD 23 %
TULZDET V% PAM LIES, PAM O 57 4 AVE
T B 3ITRT

3.3 93RZIYVYT
REFETIER, MEOREREIZZOMBEO TN Ny 2
@&ﬁ%wkﬁé e 5 O FAL N ¥y 7 o HBIER R

ZR (1) T ?%._ﬂiK§¢EL®Nﬁbwk&6
K
Ry = ‘9(ch)1
’ ,; ’ (1)
R] :(le,...,Rsz)

Zzo ke, fiaoiF#za—2) v FlREicE®T
2. Lo THlilie j & 5 OFEfHE (2) iIcRn T e

INs.
(g, 5") = E:U%z— (2)

77 Ay DFEGEIIE Ward 2 H W5, Ward 3T
X, 2TDr 7R A B RO d(A,B) % X (3) TE

#L, xOHMEI NIV IASYHELZRAET S, Iz
L2617 7 AU B £TL DIKT.

d(A,B) = E(AU B) — E(A) — E(B)

3

where E(X ‘X|m€ZX||mng||2 (3)
7L, | X| BEA X OBEFL, ||| B L? /v, gx
X OBELTHS.
4. KBREER

ARETIRRETHELZWGEEYT 2 HBICOWThN S, R
1T, BEFED Ny VROFHI 2T, Z20dH L,
FEE 2 CREFIED Y 7R F ) v kB E FERTFIE L H
L7,

7 72 A% v 7 ORI IC B v T Klein[9],
Zeisel[10], Zheng[11l] ® 3D T—F € v F 2 w7z,
7272 L Zheng &, YRS DS L > Zheng-simple
&, Zheng-simple & D 737423 L \» Zheng-challenging ®
QDT —% %y &AL %, Klein, Zeisel, Zheng-
simple, Zheng-challenging (& E¥) AR>S 2NN
47 IR, TV, 37, 37 7RIHHING,

4.1 RE1. FEYIHOEH
LDA ® PAM ICBWT MYy ZEOHEEIZEE» M
LWETH 2. RKFEEBTIZ BNy 2 8oHEE IR
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Fig. 4 The average of topic similarities of LDA models
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AT %, w/METIR R RPOIMEZ IS BLH 1%, L7
FEY ZEDIREL B L PAM D285 X —FHEE I
BEERMAREL A2 LI MEDRH 2720 TH 5.
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720, GIREBTHTHE, ET LDy 7
W X (4) TR L 2O FHfETH 2.

FPEYy 7ETHEHBLAFH Ey Z7IBELEL B 4
WRY, ZOFER LD, PAM TO B E Y 72513 Klein
T 6, Zeisel T 5, Zheng-simple T 6, Zheng-challenging
T6 EHEESNS, ZOME Y 2 BERIORTHERE 1.2 T
Hwz,

%7, PAM O Fhi b ¥y 75% 30 25 60 OFIFHT 10
FOLHEE, MUED by 75D CellTree & BER L
U752 B 5 1R Y. BB RHEEEEIC 1 Adjusted
Rand Index[13] (ARI) %ZM\>7z, ARI & 2 D D551 D%
UEEZ 135 2HREE T, ARI 2YKEWIZE 2 DD 534G 134
LT3 ERKRES, ARI DIRAfHIZ 1 TH S, AFET
BRICBRZ BN ED T =5y b EHAWT, ZOIEMR
DFAEE T FAY Y v IRERDI % ARL IZ & - THIR
72, Thbb, ARI DEIEVIEE Y 25 ) v 7 OMHRE
DV E ALY D,

X 5 DFEREDRD 253025, 12HIZK, wino
F—Fv b FEY Z7HIIBWTH, BETED AR 1Z
CellTree % EMloTW3 2 ETHB, Tk
FRFNTICE VT CellTree TRER My 7 BZE2HEET 2
ZEIEREETH B EERLTVWS, 20HIE, REFE
BT FEy 2BEZEETH Y FAY ) v 7 HERRICK
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Fig. 5 ARI between CellTree and the proposed method
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VI EKEFE Ty FTEICANTTOEITLT, #
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