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ABSTRACT

In the relentless efforts in enhancing medical diagnostics, the integration of state-of-the-art machine
learning methodologies has emerged as a promising research area. In molecular biology, there
has been an explosion of data generated from multi-omics sequencing. The advent sequencing
equipment can provide large number of complicated measurements per one experiment. Therefore,
traditional statistical methods face challenging tasks when dealing with such high dimensional data.
However, most of the information contained in these datasets is redundant or unrelated and can be
effectively reduced to significantly fewer variables without losing much information. Dimensionality
reduction techniques are mathematical procedures that allow for this reduction; they have largely
been developed through statistics and machine learning disciplines. The other challenge in medical
datasets is having an imbalanced number of samples in the classes, which leads to biased results in
machine learning models. This study, focused on tackling these challenges in a neural network that
incorporates autoencoder to extract latent space of the features, and Generative Adversarial Networks
(GAN) to generate synthetic samples. Latent space is the reduced dimensional space that captures
the meaningful features of the original data. Our model starts with feature selection to select the
discriminative features before feeding them to the neural network. Then, the model predicts the
outcome of cancer for different datasets. The proposed model outperformed other existing models by
scoring accuracy of 95.09% for bladder cancer dataset and 88.82% for the breast cancer dataset.
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1 Introduction

Recent technological advances in Next Generation Sequencing (NGS) yield to generate various types of omics data, and
omics platforms are becoming increasingly affordable. The continuous progress in NGS technologies has revolutionized
genomics, enabling the generation of diverse omics data at an unprecedented scale [1]. Overall, the convergence of
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advances in NGS, enabled comprehensive investigations into complex biological systems. Dimensionality Reduction
(DR) techniques have been used in integrating multi-omics data to predict the cancer outcome [2, 3]. Alghanim et al.
introduced (SMOTE-SVM-RBF) DR embedding model to integrate multi-omics data to predict menopausal status in
breast cancer. The model applied principle component analysis (PCA) to extract the features latent space of the omics,
then integrates them into Support Vector Machine (SVM) [2]. Qattous et al. proposed the Probabilistic Approximation
model with Controlled Mapping (PACMAP) as an embedding layer for multi-omics data integration, PACMAP converts
each omic into one color in a 2D RGB representation. As a result of the RGB limitation, only three omics can be
integrated. PCA is a linear DR technique that struggles to represent complex, non-linear structures present in datasets.
PACMAP is probabilistic framework which aims to preserve both the local and global structures of the data, it involves
some randomization in its algorithm, which my lead to generate different results each time it runs.

Autoencoders have demonstrated superiority over traditional DR methods in certain scenarios due to their ability to
capture complex, non-linear relationships within data. Al-Ghafer et al. proposed (NMF-GA) model that combines
Non-negative Matrix Factorization (NMF) Genetic Algorithms (GA) to extract meaningful patterns efficiently from
high-dimensional datasets [4]. The model’s performance fell short, achieving an accuracy of approximately 78%. An
autoencoder is an artificial neural network that learns efficient data coding unsupervised. An autoencoder consists of
two parts: the encoder and the decoder. The encoder generates reduced feature representations from initial inputs using
hidden layers. The decoder reconstructs the original input from an encoder’s output by minimizing the loss function [5].
The autoencoder converts high-dimensional data to low-dimensional data. Therefore, the autoencoder is especially
useful for noise removal, feature extraction, compression, and similar tasks [6].

In general, supervised learning algorithms face a challenge where one class has a large number of samples (majority
class) and another class has fewer samples (minority class), which is know as class imbalance. Since prediction
algorithms tend to favor the majority class, the results in such cases are questionable in terms of reliability and validity
[7]. The healthcare sector is one of the domains where class imbalance is more common and has a greater impact
in the overall performance of the models. A number of techniques have been developed in the literature for dealing
with imbalanced data. Synthetic oversampling methods generate new synthetic instances in order to balance a dataset,
including Synthetic Minority Oversampling TEchnique (SMOTE) [8], ADAptive SYNthetic sampling (ADASYN)
[9] and GANs [10]. SMOTE and ADASYN are data sampling algorithms based on class distributions. Both begin by
identifying the minority class. SMOTE introduces class imbalance during the k− nearest neighbor selection process,
whereas ADASYN applies a revised version k− nearest neighbors based on weighting scheme. Alghanim et al.
compared both SMOTE and ADASYN to generate synthetic multi-omics data and concluded that SMOTE synthetic
samples showed more ties to the original minority class distribution [2]. Unlike traditional data sampling algorithms,
GAN learns to generate synthetic samples that resemble the training data, while the discriminator learns to distinguish
between real and generated samples. Through an iterative process, the generator and discriminator compete with each
other, improving over time to generate more realistic samples [10].

In this study, a latent space is extracted from each of the omic datasets and merged into a shared latent space using an
autoencoder. Then, to handle imbalance data classification, the minority class is up-sampled using GAN. We use the
resulting shared latent space dataset to feed artificial neural networks that predicts cancer outcomes in two different
datasets.

2 Materials and Methods

As a first step, we pre-process the three omics dataset using the autoencoder to extract latent space, and then generate
more minor class samples to address the imbalanced classes. The proposed model can be seen schematically in Figure
1.

2.1 Materials

The proposed model is applied to two publicly available datasets, the first is the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) Breast
Invasive Carcinoma (BRCA) dataset, which contains DNA Methylation, Copy Number Alteration (CNA), and Gene
information [11]. The second is the TCGA Bladder Urothelial Carcinoma (BLCA) dataset, which contains DNA
Methylation, CNA and mRNA [12]. For the BRCA dataset, we compared the result of applying the proposed model
with the state of art SMOTE-SVM-RBF model [2]. While for the BLCA dataset, we compared the results with NMF-GA
model [4]. For both datasets the three omics were downloaded from Cbioportal [13].
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Figure 1: The workflow of the proposed model.

2.2 Pre-processing

The BRCA dataset was filtered by removing gene expression features that had less than 0.2% variability, which reduced
the number from around 39,000 to around 16,000 features. After normalizing all three omics datasets using z-score
normalization, genes that did not adhere to the Human Genome Organization (HUGO) format were removed. To
identify significant mutations in breast cancer genes, the MutsigCV algorithm was used. Using this algorithm, False
Discovery Rates (FDR)s are calculated for genes with p-values < 0.05. Genes with FDRs < 0.1 were considered
significantly mutated, resulting in the selection of 14 mutated genes from the MutsigCV output for inclusion in our
study. The BLCA dataset features are all normalized using z-score. In order to select those features with significant
differences in means between the two classes, we perform a t-test with p<0.05 (CI: 95%) for all features in the three
omics. After selecting the differentially expressed genes (DEG)s, the fold-change test was performed on the DEGs,
which is a statistical method that measures the extent of variation in a variable’s value between two conditions or
treatments. The logarithm of base two is then taken to the ratio to select the feature that is either doubled or halved
between the two classes. Benjamini & Hochberg test [14] was used to adjusts the p-value in multiple hypothesis testing
to control the FDR. In this study, the selected FDR value is 0.01, which filters out the features with an adjusted p-value
greater than that threshold.

2.3 Performance Measurements

To evaluate the classification models, we used the following performance metrics:

Accuracy =
TN + TP

TN + TP + FP + FN
(1)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(2)

ROC =
P (x|positive)
P (x|negative)

(3)

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
(4)

F1− Score = 2 ∗ Precision ∗Recall

Precision+Recall
(5)
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2.4 Methods

2.4.1 Autoencoder

The encoder, implemented as a dense neural network layer with rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation, compresses the
input data into a lower-dimensional representation, this layer reduces the dimensionality of the input while capturing its
latent space. The mathematical representation of the encoder is shown in equation 6:

Encoder : h = fencoder(x) = ϕ(W1x+ b1) (6)

Where:

• x is the input data,
• h is the encoded representation (latent space),
• fencoder is the encoder function,
• W1 and b1 are the weights and biases of the encoder layer, respectively,
• ϕ is a ReLU activation function, which returns the maximum between and 0.

The decoder, a dense neural network layer with Sigmoid activation, reconstructs the original input from the encoded
representation. The mathematical representation of the decoder is show in equation 7:

Decoder : x′ = fdecoder(h) = ϕ(W2h+ b2) (7)

Where:

• x′ is the reconstructed output,
• fdecoder is the decoder function,
• W2 and b2 are the weights and biases of the decoder layer, respectively.

Throughout training, the autoencoders minimize the mean squared error (MSE) between the input and the output,
ensuring accurate reconstruction. After training, the autoencoders are used to generate latent space representations for
the respective input data types. During training, the parameters (W1,b1,W2,b2) are optimized to minimize the MSE
loss between the input (x) and the output (x′). MSE be calculated as show in equation 8:

L(x,x′) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(xi − x′
i)

2 (8)

Where:

• N is the number of data points in the batch.

A separate autoencoder is applied to each omic, and then the latent spaces generated from all of them are merged into
one shared latent space.

2.4.2 Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN)

In this step, GAN is utilized to up-sample the minor class from the shared latent space samples. The generator G maps
random noise z sampled from a prior distribution pz(z) to synthetic samples x̂:

x̂ = G(z)

The discriminator D takes a sample x and outputs a probability D(x) indicating the likelihood that x is a real sample:

D(x)

The generator network is constructed by first initializing a sequential model, that consists of:

• Dense layer with 128 neurons.
• A ReLU activation function, which helps the model learn complex patterns in the data by allowing it to model

non-linear relationships.
• Dense layer with a specific output dimension and a Sigmoid activation function is added to produce the final

output, which generates synthetic samples.
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The discriminator network is constructed using a sequential model, that consists of:

• Dense layer with 128 neurons and ReLU activation function to process the input data.

• Dense layer with a single neuron and Sigmoid activation function is added to classify the input samples as real
or fake.

These networks are key components of the GAN framework, where the generator creates synthetic samples and the
discriminator tries to differentiate between real and fake data. By fostering a competitive learning process, GAN boosts
the generator’s ability to produce alike realistic data.

The generator network is defined as:
G(z) = σ(ϕ(Wgz + bg)) (9)

Where:

• G(z) represents the synthetic sample generated by the generator.

• z is the input noise vector,

• Wg and bg are the weights and biases of the generator’s dense layers,

• ReLU (ϕ) is the Rectified Linear Unit activation function, which is defined as ϕ(x) = max(0, x), helping the
model learn non-linear patterns,

• Sigmoid (σ) is the Sigmoid activation function, which squashes the output values between 0 and 1, suitable for
generating data samples.

For the discriminator network:
D(x) = σ(ϕ(Wdx+ bd)) (10)

The objective of the GAN is to train the generator to produce samples that are indistinguishable from real samples,
and to train the discriminator to distinguish between real and fake samples. This adversarial training process can be
formulated as a minimax game:

min
G

max
D

V (D,G) = Ex∼pdata(x)[logD(x)] + Ez∼pz(z)[log(1−D(G(z)))] (11)

Where:

• E denotes the expectation over real data x and noise z,

• pdata(x) is the distribution of real data,

• pz(z) is the prior distribution of noise.

Training Process

During training, the discriminator and generator are alternatively updated as the following:

• Discriminator Training: The discriminator is trained to maximize its ability to differentiate between real and
fake samples. It is trained on both real samples x and generated samples x̂, and its loss is calculated using
binary cross-entropy:

LD = − (logD(x) + log(1−D(x̂))) (12)

• Generator Training: The generator is trained to minimize the discriminator’s ability to distinguish between
real and fake samples. Its loss is calculated using the discriminator’s output when fed with generated samples:

LG = − log(D(G(z))) (13)

2.4.3 Prediction Model

Firstly, we split the data into training and testing sets based on a split ratio of 0.8, that is used to construct the prediction
model. A network is built of two dense layers. The first is with 128 neurons and ReLU activation function, and the
other with 1 neuron and Sigmoid activation function. The model utilizes Adam optimizer[15] and binary cross-entropy
loss function to optimize the accuracy. The model is trained with parameters specifying the number of training epochs
of 10, batch size of 32, and a validation split of 0.2. The Sigmoid function returns the probability of the class which
represents the predicted class.
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3 Results

The performance measurements for the BRCA dataset are summarized in Table 1. Our proposed model exhibits
exceptional performance across various metrics compared to the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier. Notably, the proposed
model achieves an average accuracy of 95.09%, showcasing a significant improvement over the 78.03% accuracy
achieved by the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier. Furthermore, the proposed model demonstrates a perfect average AUC
of 1.00, indicating excellent discriminatory power, while the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier achieves a considerably
lower AUC of 0.7805. In terms of precision, the proposed model achieves a perfect precision of 100%, indicating
its ability to accurately identify positive instances, whereas the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier achieves a precision of
77.58%. Additionally, our model achieves a recall of 81.48%, suggesting its effectiveness in capturing true positive
instances, compared to a recall of 80.24% in the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier. Finally, the proposed model attains an
average F1-score of 89.79%, surpassing the 78.84% F1-score achieved by the SMOTE-SVM-RBF classifier.

Table 1: The performance measurements for the BRCA dataset

Classifier Average accuracy Average AUC (µm) Precision Recall Average F1-score

Proposed Model 0.95098 1.0000 1.0000 0.81481 0.89796
SMOT-SVM-RBF 0.78036 0.78050 0.7758 0.8024 0.78840

The performance measurements for the BLCA dataset are summarized in Table 2. Our proposed model exhibits
promising performance across various metrics compared to the NMF-GA classifier. Specifically, the proposed model
achieves an average accuracy of 88.82%, significantly outperforming the NMF-GA classifier, which obtains an accuracy
of 78.03%. Additionally, the proposed model demonstrates a higher average AUC of 91.21% compared to 78.05% in
the NMF-GA classifier. In terms of precision, the proposed model achieves 85.41%, indicating its ability to accurately
identify positive instances, while the NMF-GA classifier achieves a slightly lower precision of 77.58%. Moreover,
our model achieves a recall of 75.92%, suggesting its effectiveness in capturing true positive instances, whereas the
NMF-GA classifier achieves a higher recall of 80.24%. Finally, the proposed model attains an average F1-score of
80.39%, surpassing the 78.84% F1-score achieved by the NMF-GA classifier.

Table 2: The performance measurements for the BLCA dataset

Classifier Average accuracy Average AUC (µm) Precision Recall Average F1-score

Proposed Model 0.88827 0.91211 0.85417 0.75926 0.80392
NMF-GA 0.78036 0.78050 0.7758 0.8024 0.78840

Figures 2-3 show the area under the curve for the receiver operating characteristic (AUCROC curve) for running the
proposed model on both BRCA and BLCA datasets. AUCROC shows the trade off between the sensitivity (or TPR)
versus the specificity (or FPR) across multiple running points.

4 Conclusion

This study demonstrates significant advancements in predictive accuracy for cancer outcome prediction. The approach
begins with feature selection to extract discriminative features. This is followed by dimensionality reduction using
autoencoders to generate a compact latent space representation of the data. Incorporating the GAN framework, the
model augments the dataset by generating synthetic samples for the minority class, thus mitigating class imbalance. In
the final step, the approach classifies multi-omics data better for cancer prediction.

Experimental results on publicly available datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed approach. We have
outperformed existing models in terms of accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-score, showcasing the robustness and
generalizability of our model across different cancer types and omics data.

Overall, our study shows how autoencoders and GANs can enhance machine learning models’ predictive capabilities
for medical diagnosis. In addition to addressing the challenges posed by imbalanced class distributions and high-
dimensional omics data, our approach contributes to precision medicine and personalized healthcare.
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Figure 2: The AUCROC Curve for running the proposed model on the BRCA dataset.

Figure 3: The AUCROC Curve for running the proposed model on the BLCA dataset.

7



Autoencoder& GANs for Imbalanced Multi-Omics Al-Hurani et al.

References

[1] Qi Wang, Wei-Xian Peng, Lu Wang, and Li Ye. Toward multiomics-based next-generation diagnostics for
precision medicine. Personalized Medicine, 16(2):157–170, 2019.

[2] Firas Alghanim, Ibrahim Al-Hurani, Hazem Qattous, Abdullah Al-Refai, Osamah Batiha, Abedalrhman Alkhateeb,
and Salama Ikki. Machine Learning Model for Multiomics Biomarkers Identification for Menopause Status in
Breast Cancer. Algorithms, 17(1):13, 2023.

[3] Hazem Qattous, Mohammad Azzeh, Rahmeh Ibrahim, Ibrahim Abed Al-Ghafer, Mohammad Al Sorkhy, and
Abedalrhman Alkhateeb. PaCMAP-embedded convolutional neural network for multi-omics data integration.
Heliyon, 10(1), 2024.

[4] Ibrahim Abed Al-Ghafer, Noor AlAfeshat, Lujain Alshomali, Shaheen Alanee, Hazem Qattous, Mohammad
Azzeh, and Abedalrhman Alkhateeb. NMF-guided feature selection and genetic algorithm-driven framework for
tumor mutational burden classification in bladder cancer using multi-omics data. Network Modeling Analysis in
Health Informatics and Bioinformatics, 13(1):26, 2024. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13721-024-00460-7

[5] David E Rumelhart, Geoffrey E Hinton, and Ronald J Williams. Learning Internal Representations by Error
Propagation, Parallel Distributed Processing, Explorations in the Microstructure of Cognition, ed. DE Rumelhart
and J. McClelland. Vol. 1. 1986. Biometrika, 71:599–607, 1986.

[6] Fatos Xhafa. Machine Learning, Big Data, and IoT for Medical Informatics. Academic Press, 2021.
[7] Gustavo EAPA Batista, Andre CPLF Carvalho, and Maria Carolina Monard. Applying one-sided selection to

unbalanced datasets. In Mexican International Conference on Artificial Intelligence, pages 315–325. Springer,
2000.

[8] Nitesh V Chawla, Kevin W Bowyer, Lawrence O Hall, and W Philip Kegelmeyer. SMOTE: synthetic minority
over-sampling technique. Journal of artificial intelligence research, 16:321–357, 2002.

[9] Haibo He, Yang Bai, Edwardo A Garcia, and Shutao Li. ADASYN: Adaptive synthetic sampling approach for
imbalanced learning. In 2008 IEEE international joint conference on neural networks (IEEE world congress on
computational intelligence), pages 1322–1328. Ieee, 2008.

[10] Ian Goodfellow, Jean Pouget-Abadie, Mehdi Mirza, Bing Xu, David Warde-Farley, Sherjil Ozair, Aaron Courville,
and Yoshua Bengio. Generative adversarial nets. In Advances in neural information processing systems, volume
27, 2014.

[11] Giovanni Ciriello, Michael L Gatza, Andrew H Beck, Matthew D Wilkerson, Suhn K Rhie, Alessandro Pastore,
Hailei Zhang, Michael McLellan, Christina Yau, Cyriac Kandoth, and others. Comprehensive molecular portraits
of invasive lobular breast cancer. Cell, 163(2):506–519, 2015.

[12] Jianjiong Gao, Bülent Arman Aksoy, Ugur Dogrusoz, Gideon Dresdner, Benjamin Gross, S Onur Sumer, Yichao
Sun, Anders Jacobsen, Rileen Sinha, Erik Larsson, and others. Integrative analysis of complex cancer genomics
and clinical profiles using the cBioPortal. Science signaling, 6(269):pl1–pl1, 2013.

[13] Ethan Cerami, Jianjiong Gao, Ugur Dogrusoz, Benjamin E Gross, Selcuk Onur Sumer, Bülent Arman Aksoy,
Anders Jacobsen, Caitlin J Byrne, Michael L Heuer, Erik Larsson, and others. The cBio cancer genomics portal:
an open platform for exploring multidimensional cancer genomics data. Cancer discovery, 2(5):401–404, 2012.

[14] Yoav Benjamini and Yosef Hochberg. Controlling the false discovery rate: a practical and powerful approach to
multiple testing. Journal of the Royal statistical society: series B (Methodological), 57(1):289–300, 1995.

[15] Diederik P Kingma and Jimmy Ba. Adam: A method for stochastic optimization. arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.6980,
2014.

8

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13721-024-00460-7

	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Materials
	Pre-processing
	Performance Measurements
	Methods
	Autoencoder
	Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN)
	Prediction Model


	Results
	Conclusion

