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Abstract

In cancer research, accurately identifying cancer subtypes and assessing patient prognosis are
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crucial for developing optimized treatment strategies. The vast amount of multi-omics data generated
by high-throughput sequencing technologies provides valuable resources for cancer prognosis stud-
ies. Deep learning methods can effectively integrate these data to accurately identify more cancer
subtypes. In this study, we analyzed multi-omics datasets from 12 types of cancer and used them as
input for our model. We proposed a deep multi-view contrastive learning model based on a convo-
lutional autoencoder (dAmCLCAE), designed to predict survival-related cancer subtypes using multi-
omics data. To validate the model’s performance, we compared it with the Multi-Omics Factor Anal-
ysis v2 (MOFA+) and prognostic model based on a convolutional autoencoder (ProgCAE) in classi-
fying various cancer types. The results showed that dmCLCAE demonstrated a significant advantage
in distinguishing different survival subtypes and exhibited superior consistency in predictions.

Keywords

Multi-Omics Data, Convolutional Autoencoder, Contrastive Learning, Deep Learning

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 531§

TESRE R T, ff e e U B AN TF R TS 2 o0 B L [1] [2]. il Sl PP AR AR R K B % 2H 2 4
P, ST RE TS B 7 B SCBR BE IR . BEAE AR RO R R JE, &P 2 A0 IR SR U A5 8Kk 7 (8 .
— LG T YME I H A Ar 5 R 2H 1S (TCGA) [3] 2[RI R £l i (GEO) [4]10 B JiE 2 K 4 B B (1CGC)
[5]5, CAWE TIRT EAAMEARR 2 2508, X o vh 55 77 o i AL S 4t 1 /T pr R A 1)
WL o ST V208 0 78 B — 2 22 e b S SRR LR T e R W BL (6] SR, B TR A AR A AR
— B JZ IR ERAESTRHE, 285500 G v ORI R e WA SR S A T AL, R — P iRk
IS 2 AN 2RI A5 1 5 2 AR TR ERAR[7] 18] [RIut, ) FH 22 20 A0 10 e i 37 284 ) - 53005 3k
TR T ORI AT, mAEAEEIR S ERT BN EREZ A EEAEA, Bt
2 B R — O R E AR 25 (9] ke, I SRIMILH T VF 2 8 E 2 H PR 7k, Horp o
IS T B AEH R [10]. ARG GeTT LR B 4 7V BTG R 140 BT RN 2 2 e BT (PCA) o IEHESR, IR
FOREAG 7 BB, IHE 2 A 28R 10 7 rh A3 2102 R, FLa K 2 AR AE T RERE 0 AT ARG 5k &R [11].
LA N 45 (CNN) [12]7E BEHE UM [13]FI R 2= 12 Wi [14] R4 2 R . B A B 4afid 48 (CAE) [15]45 &
CNN 1 B gm a8 I s, FEJE TG b i T 4k . SR, A48 0 WA 2 ) 45 7 K b v S i T
RESZ B T 0808 0 AR A 5 0 ARV AR o R T se RO ek, 0 b IR —Fh B R o3 i T
TR I o HhS SIAMNAE B ARE & A B A SN R EUAS T sh, R AR AE RS B AU
JEILHE JI[16] [17]. it W Th AT BAT 5 RAE IR R AXS, I SRR AL, {545 AR ABL S f3] 7E B 2 ]
R BT, T AE S S D R BT o IR A VAN BETE ARV E R A BR A1 R SR B AR IE R R,
I A 38 AR I 2 1) (10 1 B SR S S T (1032 AL RE 77, AT E 22 2H 7 0008 1 43 B R S FH 8 922 5K (9 4
[18].

ARSCHEH T P T R E Gn i 8% 1 1R B 2 A0 N bl 2 2 4 (AMCLCAE), Z A5 R F CAE [19]%
B 2 1 S IR0 I EE AR R A EE AR R NN — AN G — HEZE AT 19U T, FRAT AR Y e % ) ol
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FEARX 705 Bt B HE I R ER R, FREIRN T A RGP R FFRE A 52K 454 . dmCLCAE 1%
ANEHR LGS DL 5 (CNV). DNA HIEL(FEE4L) . RNA U7 (RNA-seq) fT miRNA Il /7. FRATTH
dmCLCAE 3 T W4 BE g . b —2H a5 10 Fh & PUAN L2 80 s BE 2, 59— e s 2
T EAH R (S miRNA-seq) R iEHE 5 - 45K, TATHIBEEL LUAT Ao Fofth O R R A T
B R FRE AR 1

2. M5/
2.1 EMBEFHIE

ILAER, AW R B (A S R A e e 2l B A AR 250) I BBkt 22, P 25 B R 4 T
XL H AR PR R AN T R AR EAE B TN O ER R EE LNA [R] S B F A 2 e &5 b kAT
ST IXFPEEE FR AL TN DA B 05 I 2 AN DG A R AT BE AT AR N 3R . S8 RS AN ) 1)
2R, R SRR TR B AN R R B (e AT 40 28 XA Bh TR s AR R AL, AT
AMEAGIRTT SRR . AT, 3B I RO AR — A A SR SR U A O ) A A A R .
DRSS 5 R ) DA [ B 0 K 2 B R P ik kST, 1T — AR 5 R U e A o ik DR ZHL AT el L R R )
WFF o N T AR X e A 505, B R CA @ T2 AR E . REHR LS T K&
[ %2 22500, U N RGNS 7 (F HOR ORI A T ix e, i HESHIIE T I R JE

A B SRR T e FE K 2H 1R ——The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA). A T IR AW ST IE K2 T
BUHI S AR 54, AT TCGA Hdlirhly NE 1 12 P i) 2 41 24 5 . 0F T Hord 10 Floie,
PATIREL T DY h 3= B 22 287 (1 0% : RNA I (RNA-Seq) . DNA H3E4L . #5 DUEUE 5 (CNV) LUK miRNA
T FF(MIRNA-Seq) o 1M X 176 42 1R P P e 248 284 —— it A o REZH R, bR 12508l B2 Hh k> miRNA-Seq
HE, AV T RNA-Seq. DNA FFIELFT CNV =Fh2H 2248, tbah, N7 2 A R e
KR AEAF RIS VRS, A SCE T8 T M B NAERER.

22, BFGHIEM SN SEFEARE MOFA+

Argelaguet 2 N\ JT- 7% ()22 2 2 I T2 W B (MOF A+) SR 3845 A0 BT 22 21 22 80 . MOFA+E LK A
B8 5 B 23 e R DR - R R AR LI, AT 22 >0 B N BOE PR 4E R, Sl BN [ 4 2 50l v fr S )
R e RRAE, (T80 N . BRI S, MOFA+LLEE N x D, 4t M ANEHEAEFEY,,---Y,, » L
N RRFEARS, D, RN m MR R FIRE R . MOFA+IE I PLR 2 270 A Lo BI04 46 P«

Y, =ZW) +&,,m=1---\M

Hrp, Z INxK B FHRE, KOEFEG W85 m DNEERAERERE R E, RN D, <K 5 g, N
I, ARRERE TENEREIRZEE S . MOFA+TEMEZR DLW AE S by 2, i A A WL 281 (1) A% 0
BT Seie A . B TR RE Z R AAREIERS S50 7047 Z ~ N(0,1) , RLEFEREW, i M 5650 0010, LAMERS
BCEAEFEF IR Z TR RNE, NI SEIURFE RS . eI o, IR T AH RSB 58 A, AR R/
FHFZM o
23. ETREFIFENZEFESE X ProgCAE

Liu S NFEHSR 7 —FhIE T B 3hdmh 2% 18 ALK B 22 IR (ProgCAE) » 1% 7 VAR M Rl TR
MBI RMHAR RS, AB0RRA RSB MR R . EBEAELEd SR A RS 24
FRYEE, PR OB R, WfE, FIREERREE AR E Cox LB R [R5 AL, DL
5EEEAARFEMCHRME. @dxX —id 8, XA R B RHE . B, I SRR

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.139399 4184 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.139399

EHT R

X EE BT RN BIALEE PR B, Rl B T N EURE % I A A gmis T . H 4
W 1 fos, WEREAR . AN ARE)E UL R H R B gAY B bR R N B 4
FIEEE, JEd RS WA LR P E AR . B IS ES R B ALY 2% (Encoder) F1
fiF i 2% (Decoder) .
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Figure 1. Autoencoder architecture

1. BYRAIERLE

G i 2 L — AR B AR LN AR AR SR ICR Jin A\ S5l S5 BUBSGRUZ 1T R ) 45 DU o SR A8 ) 7 20K
B2 1) 27 B AL [l SRS AN Bt . 6 T4 x, BROBUZAE 2 9 x Mgfd, B

z=f (W(l)x+b(1)).

g i 28 e AN
X = f (W(Z)z+b(2)) ,

Hoep f () opsesmss wO, w®, o, b yRIg S, i MEERSR I GE R X AR
gEANE IR, BmASAR AR ) BIA MBI RN, BT AR RHERR BN R 4RSS N . B
HUH w4 #% (Convolutional Autoencoder, CAE) /& —Fh4h & 1 A F 4 22 [ 4% (Convolutional Neural Network,
CNN)FI H 4 #5 (Autoencoder, AE)LIA ALY . S Gm LS tHLL, SRR M 2% B i 1) FH B U A
—H AR R 2 B R, ReS A BOm A 2 A AR YE B T i R i AR E, XA BT
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Figure 2. Convolutional autoencoder network architecture

2. BRAHRADRMLELER

A3 I ) 22 A AR I AR B e SR AT A B B Al 2 P BRI B PR S R i e K
EHR B EERRREIEERN T, IR &0 G BRI BR800 E R R 22K 5 g i A
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=T A

z=F, (x) ffib & x' =G, (z) IS4

Lo =L(xX) =23,
Hoh n ZEHREF AL, x 25 1A,
24. BT REFIFZNZHFESHE dNCLCAE

£ 1 4T3 28 (20 BRI 7 R BAR L T REARIO GB35 B (ELAE DA RE A TR SR
S T 28 B SRVE WAL BRI, TR 5] (AP BRI FAE . UL, R 1oy — S
P B S AR, SRR R T HR W RLAR  k RbE.  T A EIR I A
PR UL PN LL 3 0775 R H SR 2 51T, S L TE R AR SR ASRE AR
PERe A ST IX 4 BEHRAO 7. TEREARLALHG SO FIALSE, SOREAR A FE R FUSCRAOALSE . 51
45 ) B L T U S OB BRI RO B IERE AR, A SCRUR S AL 0, 3ol F—REA I
LR TEREARE, TR SR AT, SRS T MR 2 4L i — B . 1
BRi, 2 = (20,20, 20 ) B v AN ORI CAE 71 MIWARURL, 1 (20,22 ) F7 IEREARY, (22,2
(7 k) Fm SUREA R, et th (F 6 —RHBGRUR LA cosin AL FE AR

) 0T

i vy
Zk

GW,(FW(xi))—xi"Z.

pAC

I HIH 2 A 2 T R R, I IR AR — AN 2R A IR AR ZH 2 TR MO IERE A A
FREANT. 25 2t XA A

exp(s(zivl,ziV2 )/2')
S Xee(s(z 2t 7))
Horp 7 SR IR S A T2 42 h B R0 AR AR 0 22 S P PR BBURR AR 2

5E SO 5 S RN

\ v
=X, =X, oo
vi#V, | Vi #Vy

1 n Vv
LCL _V *nZizlzv:lli '

ARSI A E AR 5 R iR R 7R
Lo = Leae + Lot -

TR AR A A, T DR &b A S O B 4 B — TR0 SCRARZE S [A], AT R A5 B Ak HAS B
FE AR EAMMRYER S AR 1 e s h B B, R T Bl = sk, T
JEEER B £ ARG, A SOI AR B Cox-PH R SR DAL BN B - X6 - A7 I 1) (R 52 o a4 A
T MBI AR A R A i PEREAT IR, W AR S s A A BB AR SR A

3. &g
3.1. ERI MR

AHT TR 1+ A eeiE B 1) 2 A2 Hn g, AR AEAE I T A7 i RS Hdfs , F BLIEAl dmCLCAE
MR TR EFEARGRZARR, A SCHE RRTEGEE ndl, DT HUE . N T 2Ra it Al
TIPSR HERA PEAN AEAF TR, A SO 1 R R B kA 36 PP NEAR. B %, REEEAREL
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S PP RBACR I %, BUAN T [-1, 12 0], (Al KRR BB ELT . F-ATFIH Cox-PH #i84%
FEIVRAEREAT K-means 2838, FFEEAFN KAE FiFFACE 2% Hk, 0rEpRR g — Mt 2 A Efr
Mz 2= R -, —BIE0T, PAEADAT 0.05 BUCHEA S BE M. 1k, & 146 Efes
(1) P AEANECEE R, #2 T BFEAE I S U H - 7R T dmMCLCAE TEAFIEE SRR EH TR,
S5 RKE, dMCLCAE 7EAN A K AE R i B 50l 7 R4 (P {E <0.05), HECEE REIIK
T 0.1, WIHRBRMA R . &4, A58 P MR AEGE, HiE | RMEENRILEILEE, H
BLCA. BRCA. GBM. LUAD #1 LUNG AR E4H AU, SARC mAIERKHH N=A, HApmiE
BB E AW . IR AEREBE T, &M ki ie P EISKT 0.001, KB/ BIACR 2
e

Table 1. Number of cancer subtypes identified under dimCLCAE

%< 1. dmCLCAE THEN+-MEEL R % E

2 3 4 5
P REA%  PME RERN PHE RERM PMH RERN
1.00E-07 05207025 3.00E-06 0.39596155 2.05E-06 0.350057 7.11E-06 0.2946729

T R

ACC

BLCA 0.002309084 0.30950302 0.000108597 0.23487175 8.56E—05 0.2228461 4.90E-05 0.20080127

BRCA 0.026639243 0.5462436 0.012729878 0.52440363 0.006938333 0.52509767 0.234111699 0.52573264

COAD 6.34E-05 0.30648416 0.001437175 0.25758713 0.000698961 0.25063124 0.000338717 0.22908437

GBM 0.001388466 0.38981345 0.000114685 0.3051706 4.66E—05 0.33175394 0.008657981 0.3039649

LUNG 0.609864805 0.28362718 0.00958008 0.28988472 0.000263209 0.26026478 0.001169444 0.2337012

LUSC 1.90E-05 0.3579545 7.71E-05 0.235116120.001282313 0.22646917 0.002225513 0.19889073

PRAD 0.02430841 0.39426908 0.031824376 0.41576302 0.237154723 0.36427942 0.373457796 0.37346262

SARC 0.004447248 0.28042555 0.001316286 0.2588831 0.003227221 0.27802154 0.007532482 0.2612162

STAD

2
4
4
2
4
LUAD 4 0.000389779 0.2780115 2.98E-05 0.18462536 1.19E-06 0.17062436 0.000408619 0.13294406
4
2
2
3
2 0.000308817 0.3048487 0.000386375 0.29102576 0.000215493 0.2482764 0.000832402 0.23739746
2

THCA 0.000368239 0.33038157 0.007984258 0.2612367 0.004741932 0.19961411 0.005716601 0.21560447

N B SEAG BEERUR, A SCEI N T Kaplan-Meier 4277 B £ (RTFR K-M HiZk). K-M #hZk = —Fh
TEAEAE TR Z B AES 8078, T SRR 2 I 8] f B AR AR o 25 0 T s M i
BRI FE5F GRAEAN [ B[] s AT WS, AHAS — A A0 AR B AT TR o R T K-M 5 ANt
TR AR A A R, RIS BT S R A AR R T A O . #T 2k BRI B R R S (At TR
RYRAEMMER, F T LWBORRGST A AR B YEAS B35 TS AR R UG IR R . e N BR A R
BRI AEAPIR DU AL T — P EDW 72, 0T DAk v A A7 AR A7 I TR RS 58 I (R s AR A 3R . 18] 3 JBoR
7 dMCLCAE K5 AT AL i I4E R o

N T IR TR R A (AR R, ARSI R T MOFA+HI ProgCAE B xof AN [R] S8 (g i HEAT 4325
DL dMCLCAE & #E e HE 2R H N EEnt, FRATIET MOFA+BET T 2K M. X 12 FhoAS [ 2R 7 i)
JEHAT MG, KIL MOFA+{E ACC. GBM Fll LUAD =i Y rh 45 31 ) A A7 W AU A7 AE B 3 22 B (P
fH/NT 0.05). #HELZ R, ProgCAE TEAIRIZEEEH FHIRIKE, FHAE BRCA J#iE 35 fl PRAD J#iF
BHFMK=2MK=3NZEZRAREPHEAT 0.05).
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Figure 3. Kaplan-Meier curves for 12 types of cancer under dnCLCAE
3. dMCLCAE 9 12 f#h#=fERY Kalpan-Meier ik
3.2. BTN —H 4

N T A FERERAE RSB BRI, F P45 DMCLCAE #1 ProgCAE fER KA Lz R, A
iR Cox-PH BEM T+ | — MR H(C-index) . BbAt, 7 iRmas RER @, AR 18 HEM 5
AEXHIE. # 2 &7~ T DMCLCAE Fil ProgCAE [f) C-index %t L4 5 .

Table 2. Comparison of C-index between DmCLCAE and ProgCAE
%% 2. DNCLCAE #1 ProgCAE T HY C-index Xttt

P e dmCLCAE ProgCAE

ACC 0.7573 0.7681
BLCA 0.6089 0.6333
BRCA 0.5601 0.5179
COAD 0.5707 0.5580
GBM 0.6633 0.7272
LUAD 0.6396 0.6193
LUNG 0.5402 0.5221
LUSC 0.5460 0.5023
PRAD 0.2644 0.4761
SARC 0.7097 0.6838
STAD 0.5567 0.5369
THCA 0.7176 0.6137
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Kk, 255 FdR4E R DMCLCAE 72X i ANEAAA TR T, s8R EREE AR ENZESR, JHFHEM
W —F T R, Wk 2 P, 16 12 Mot fpdeiE i i, A 8 Fri/s it DmCLCAE KA
e — B R A
4. W1ig

i AT — PO, AEBIE F A AR MR ) SRR TN R TS O, FRRE S KR
=g, RN RS TR RE. 2HPEARNESH B TE KRB ARG EAS, Ak
—HMAEMES, HER BV NE] . SR, AbEE 2 H AR T g AR Y BE A e — A EORHE
6%, R T B AT R AL R 2 A BRI AR (AT, X — A R .

NT RN 2 A A B G B B P, AR T — P T A i 2% 1R T 2 L BN LG 2
A ——dmCLCAE, %5 AIM H CAE [19] k% & 2 24H 404, il i # S A4 R Fef b i ok g —E—
ANMEZE A B AT TS T . FRATT A BA BE S L A X 2315 B RIS U RHIER R o, B RETE IR
25 B P R REA I R EE M . SAEG T IMIEL, XR T gE A T BB ME M E g fid s 54t 2
STRIEH, Rets A S A F R S A R IR [ R AE e, AT 3R 75 B8 Bk JJ B fE R R . b ah,
AW TR 3 AR AT S B AR T BB 5 Cox Ui U [l VAR AL, M 7E R 7w i i th B Geit-i L)
AEAERHIE, R K-means S R AR S SCBARHIE S8 S8 AN [F) (1) AR A7 . 4H

AHFFAE 12 4 TCGA it 22554 E N 7 dmCLCAE, & 31E 78 T e i 70 s 77 T = 00 e 2%
%% . dMCLCAE it #2H RNA RiE. # VAR miRNA FRiEA DNA FIEACEE A 1 B 1E, 1
PR TALG LM T M B i DA I AR e M oC R, XSS R RE L T E B (A2 . B AR
T 3% R REAE BR A R PPl e TS o 5 FAh 5 A B, dmCLCAE (1 T 25 S 58y — SORAR fg, fii )
TN 2 (P AEAERRE . Ib4h, FIF dmCLCAE 1531 R EAR2E 0] DU T B I B 40 2848, Ao R
TEAE R I 7

&5k
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