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Isoform function prediction based on attention mechanism and
multiple instance learning

GUO Maozu'?, ZHOU Aoyu'?, DUAN Ran'*?

(1. School of Intelligence Science and Technology, Beijing University of Civil Engineering and Architecture, Beijing 102616, China;
2. Beijing Key Laboratory of Super Intelligent Technology for Urban Architecture, Beijing University of Civil Engineering and Ar-
chitecture, Beijing 102616, China)

Abstract: High-resolution annotation of gene functions is essential in functional genomics. Multiple isoforms are gener-
ated from a single gene via alternative splicing, thereby producing protein variants that contribute to functional diversity.
This paper introduces LossIsoFun, a framework for high-resolution isoform function annotation. First, gene ontology
(GO) and a graph convolutional network (GCN) are used to preserve hierarchical and semantic structures, producing
compressed GO annotations. Then, isoform interaction, coexpression, and sequence similarity networks are integrated to
construct an isoform functional network. The isoform sequence data and functional network are fed into a GCN to gen-
erate low-dimensional isoform representations. By leveraging gene—isoform relationships, gene function representations
are derived. A novel loss function minimizes differences between compressed GO annotations and gene function repres-
entations. Finally, isoform functions are annotated by decompressing these representations. Validation on human bench-
mark datasets demonstrates that LossIsoFun effectively yields isoform function annotation.

Keywords: gene functions; high-resolution annotation; isoform functions; graph convolutional network; gene ontology
embedding; isoform interaction network; fusion network; attention-weighted; loss function
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Mo B, A H] AUROC & AUPRC #/~%
BARR LA VAT AR () 0 R . IS H8 AR Y
fRB iy, AR T ) o A R ey
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ACEHETC AW 6 Fh Iy b 47 %5 b A5 IE :
IsoFun!"”!| DisoFun'?’| IsoResolve?!!, DIFFUSE!"!
DMIL-IsoFun®®¥, IsoFunGo®. | it i J7 v fifi F
LosslIsofun AH [F] %54 5 A 7)1 25, FF 4 BRAANT7
DAL S E . X T LossIsoFun, 78 SCHY 52
WS HOEE IR 2 iR,

x2 ITWSHELE

Table 2 Experimental parameter settings

S5 BME
LSRR W 45 1) Fpe S AR B Bk 5
SEFIA R A ZEE embedded d 256
YA K/ Nbatch_size 256
PR R S w 7
24 Eepoch 50
2 >) *learning_rate 0.01

TE P 28 I 28 1 I 5 ok AR oy, AR SOxF 3R SRR
I £ v ) A BT SR AR & e G AT AR Ak, 8 s AL
F R L3R 5K X 4% /3 T ( weighted gene co-expression
network analysis, WGCNA ) 7 ¥, J#% k [ H-45 &
O E AL AL, T S A AR 22 8] Y b S R R
(topological overlap matrix, TOM ), M T #f %€ fix £
KEPI, G5 kY k=5 iF, W& 1R o &
L, H M2 Fee i afr, B AE k=5, MRAEA Sl
FHESCHR B 0 RS RIS, B S A AR R GO AR Y %
AYE TS N 256, YRt ik K/ IE Sl 256, JF
P58 8 (epoch ) B R 50, 24 w=7 A}, #& A

Yot B b 30 R (A f /N, BRI AR SR i B
7, TERTIE VIR B B, 24> R 1% 8 0.001, Bl & I 25
B HEFT, AR SO o A oE 19 27 > R0 KOy A
e 2 R0 AR e Bl ) R L (Can g B R
KWPIAE) , B0 UG 27 > Bl — e, B
BIRSION 1F, B &Gk R 2 2 RN 0.01,
22 5RBEFEILR

AR SR H 80%/10%/10% F HE 451 il L 43 B Il
sl AR MR uESE , 94T 50 fe b S S, IF
B 4[] — 5 PR 9 Jr A S 4 AR g e R Rt Xl 43
Wl —41 ., B, M eggeNOG Hds N v k1S T B
Z[FVRHE A B (COGs) W&, It — Ltk I8
T Al — COG Y [] 5 3 PR g 4l 43 Ry Tl —2H o AR S
i FHC 5 16 4% 32 LR FEAY Intel (R) Xeon(R) Gold 6135
CPU @ 3.40 GHz il 4 & NVIDIA Tesla V100S_PCle _
32 GB R Linux i 55 #4711 45

ASCAEH GO W 3 A0 4 Bl AT S 55 2 AR
Y2713 F (biological process, BP) | 4} 2H 43 ( cel-
lular component, CC ) Fl43F JJ g ( molecular func-
tion, MF) . BP ¥ KA ™Y Z 51 EY) it 2,
CC & JE K 7= 9y or 78 19 20 I =5 0 40 1 58 43,
MF 48 3& A 7= W 75 4 1K b Bk D g . i
S dr bk 3 AR GO RiE, REWE T 4 1a] Hi TF
fii LossIsoFun 1A 6] JZ R _EBPERE, I M itk—4
DA R SRR . A SCHE Bk 3 AN 4758
B, Z5 R ANEK 3~5 iR,

®3 ANEHIEEBP I RENSHETNLE R

Table 3 Isoform prediction results for human dataset in the BP process

ik [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)

AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC

IsoFun'” 0.5543 0.0030 0.5497 0.0089 0.5203 0.0204
DisoFun!?"! 0.6161 0.0036 0.5931 0.0075 0.5377 0.0188
IsoResolvel"! 0.6108 0.0153 0.5975 0.0132 0.5585 0.0243
DIFFUSE!7 0.5842 0.0201 0.5592 0.0308 0.5517 0.0401
DMIL-IsoFun®®” 0.6077 0.0238 0.6937 0.0202 0.6168 0.0328
IsoFunGo'??! 0.6171 0.0328 0.6573 0.0663 0.7080 0.0936
LossIsoFun 0.6331 0.0414 0.7315 0.0786 0.7342 0.0893

s IR AT I L5 K
T4 ANRBIEE£ CCEENRUETNLE R
Table 4 Isoform prediction results for human dataset in the CC process
- [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)

AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC

IsoFun? 0.6693 0.0379 0.7098 0.098 1 0.7060 0.1208
DisoFun®" 0.5639 0.0038 0.5291 0.0056 0.5331 0.0191
IsoResolve?" 0.5891 0.004 1 0.5501 0.0097 0.4922 0.0193
DIFFUSE!7 0.6013 0.0129 0.6177 0.0133 0.5614 0.0281
DMIL-IsoFun® 0.5943 0.0719 0.5859 0.0887 0.5987 0.1105
IsoFunGo?! 0.6918 0.1635 0.7671 0.2948 0.7285 0.2878
LossIsoFun 0.7371 0.1689 0.7862 0.2963 0.7171 0.2533

TE: L A e A4 2R
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Table 5 Isoform prediction results for human dataset in the MF process
Sk [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)
AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC
IsoFun!"! 0.728 1 0.1331 0.5517 0.0080 0.5310 0.0201
DisoFun®% 0.5470 0.0042 0.5752 0.0091 0.5270 0.0203
IsoResolvel*!! 0.6611 0.0071 0.5810 0.008 1 0.5520 0.0310
DIFFUSE!” 0.6721 0.0390 0.5911 0.0353 0.5780 0.0475
DMIL-IsoFun®! 0.6923 0.0191 0.6950 0.0210 0.6320 0.0387
IsoFunGo™ 0.8171 0.2392 0.8250 0.2530 0.8370 0.3770
LossIsoFun 0.8237 0.2614 0.8458 0.3576 0.8878 0.4922

T IR A LA 2R

AR % 3~5 Nl 41, LossIsoFun 7 _E iR 3 4H X [H]
WHER R FHATC A 0 k. XEHER
LossIsoFun 7Ef# 8 GO 19 )2 IR 4544 Fil A5 B
[F) B, 38 o 48 S A R B AR 4%, 58 3 ST iR 2
() () DG IR S, iy 000 S A PR T e 4 2L T A A Y
FRAFRIHAE LY AR P R Lo HAh, JEFiE
TR 1 (A48 % R SCPE 1) A58 5 B, S A7 2
By A 5Tk o IsoFun!™! Al DisoFunl?®! X
GO DAG 47 #E A5 L)AL B B A 18, (R B AT A%
A BB AR GO T 2 [a] £k e &R, X
JELMESC R IF AU, IsoResolve?'!, DIFFUSE!
I DMIL-IsoFun™! $47 24> — 5073 34 55 oK Hiil
AR TR, TATA HERH FH KT LossIsofun,
JFHEPIE WA T MZRLE . XF T Losslsofun
1A GO JZ R G5 T SCATE LA 31 o IsoFun!™
1 DisoFun! 58 24K T GO JZ IR 4514, 20 T X
AE X, I H E IR GO AR LS i RV s =~
[ B PR OC &, UEB] T B 5 B AR 28 W) 2% Rl
GO JZ IR G5 F1SCAS T LA R o IsoFunGOP?!
BARME X} GO #17 T 5 LossIsoFun #H [A] (1) 4b
{H LossIsoFun i 1] T 54 {4 B AR R 28 F 5 T &

JIHLH A 2% pRER, B AR AR U Y — R A A
RER, INIMTE KA 53 L g 25 R EALT IsoFunGo™,
TE X 6] [100,300) |-, LossIsoFun #1 IsoFunGo*?! 7
BRI, X OE T GO RiBFER R K, FEHGX
GO RFEEFEEER D, I HEREEIXZNX
] |/ GO R/ A, 78 X 1] [100,300)
I WER R BT AN RE S X LossIsoFun 1L #, &
J&i , LossIsoFun H 75 BT d AT 55, A4 T HiAt
T AT AR L I MIL AT 45 10 S5 44 R D) BE 1Y
771, LosslsoFun 1z 17 B [a] K iFE U 2D, FEPH Losslso-
Fun 78 K AR 5 44 1A T e F 0 5 T A 4808

AT B9 UF LossIsoFun B4 17z fb M, ASbiF 58
M NCBI SRA %4 B U 4E 40 4T Kk RNA-seq %X
P, HEAT 5 IR R A Ab BRAN L5, A5 R 5k 6~
8 /o M 3% 3~5 538 6~8 1[5, LossIsoFun fF
FORBRE LRI TN E LR
Mo XER R ALEEE LRI EE L
Z%, NS IR F L oK 3 RLHLAT B 22 1y ] AR By
0 S AR, {6 A5 T N I S ) 44 19 T RE L
U = K S 4 A Dy e B R

Fo6 EARYIEEBPIREMFHETMLER

Table 6 Isoform prediction results for maize data in the BP process

ik [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)
AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC
IsoFun!" 0.5726 0.0101 0.5802 0.0100 0.5544 0.0228
DisoFun® 0.6382 0.0117 0.5931 0.0112 0.5627 0.0211
IsoResolve!! 0.6408 0.0203 0.5975 0.0108 0.5785 0.0308
DIFFUSE!"” 0.6310 0.0287 0.6037 0.0331 0.5438 0.0447
DMIL-IsoFun®* 0.6544 0.0351 0.7012 0.0257 0.6376 0.0378
IsoFunGo? 0.6731 0.0377 0.6907 0.0701 0.7396 0.0921
LossIsoFun 0.7063 0.0471 0.7856 0.0812 0.7910 0.0957

T LA fe e
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Table 7 Isoform prediction results for maize data in the CC process
R [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)
ik AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC
IsoFun” 0.6871 0.0401 0.7034 0.0901 0.7132 0.1301
DisoFun™! 0.5800 0.0055 0.5551 0.0075 0.5903 0.0285
IsoResolvel"! 0.603 1 0.0073 0.5722 0.0117 0.5014 0.0336
DIFFUSE!” 0.6247 0.0208 0.6336 0.0214 0.5631 0.0309
DMIL-IsoFun®! 0.6038 0.0738 0.6024 0.090 0.6007 0.1746
IsoFunGo**! 0.7146 0.1779 0.7871 0.3012 0.7350 0.2833
LossIsoFun 0.7577 0.1826 0.8024 0.3129 0.7296 0.2936
L MR A S Sl
F 8 EXRHIBEMF I RBAREETRNER
Table 8 Isoform prediction results for maize data in the MF process
o [3,50) [50,100) [100,300)

AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC AUROC AUPRC
IsoFun!"”’ 0.7210 0.1554 0.5742 0.0100 0.5415 0.0223
DisoFun®" 0.5834 0.0078 0.5693 0.0116 0.5308 0.0276
IsoResolvel*!! 0.6869 0.0098 0.5944 0.0098 0.5679 0.0375
DIFFUSE!” 0.6812 0.0439 0.6038 0.0490 0.5889 0.0553
DMIL-IsoFun®! 0.6946 0.0204 0.7169 0.0305 0.6557 0.0496
IsoFunGo™! 0.8241 0.2393 0.8305 0.2735 0.8407 0.3912
LossIsoFun 0.8332 0.2736 0.8645 0.3771 0.9001 0.5038

FE IR A S SR e

23 HEXE
T B LossIsoFun 5% 5 i 8 45 A~ A5 B K 4
e R B B A ER 3 XNHZ AL e, A SO A
LossIsoFun Y 4 #4745 {4 . LossIsoFun-Loss. Losslso-
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LossIsoFun-Loss fifi F 4 5 12 22 {8 A SC Rk
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5 VE AN [ 355 4 0 2 T %) 512 6 485 SR () S il o 9 il S
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Fig.2 Ablation experiment comparison chart
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X B 2(b) 45 T LossIsoFun 5 HAF A TE
AUROC ik, M 2 Hha] LI ) LossIso-
Fun 7 AUROC F1 AUPRC | #84LT H AR &, 2
S A8 A TE) AR X 4% T L S A A 1 £ R B i =
B O U AR ) DI RETE A AL . b, S
R JIAE BB R BRI TR S Bk R AL, R
BT SR AR DL R - S A AR O BR, JF A A TR —
R P A 8 2 A SR iR FE A [ D fig A AR A
LA, IR, R SRR AN A 4T Rl S 6
BT A5 R B Ly, VL PGPS0 1 B TH
SEGUERA T LossIsoFun #5735 43 % 53 #4) 1K Ty e 1
TR 2 T 1E (7] B 52 0] o
24 FHINEE R#FITHIE

g E— 25 BF 5T S5 T A R SR IR T RE,

RSO T M6 AFEH BT MR A 15 Fp A KR
Fa R B LT BB VR RE, 5 4% T vk 1) T 45 SR a6 A7 L
B, RIAE 9 Fin . X2 GO RIEHIER T L F
ity FVAE 1 BT i LR T g, A0 46 H L A RS I
(GO:0008170) : b H L IE A ¥ 56 7%, 52 mm) S (R 5=
KR D 6E s /T 8 5 A A AR T 1 (GO:
0140101 ) : HEAL IS K 8 11 BT A SO0, Gk 1
il OB T 5 9B 550 09 PR3 4 ( GO:0140359) - 1]
R AT A B R, AL S AR S S ) B T
ZBE (RNA A RS M (GO:0101005) : K5 & I R
W 25 1) LG 07 1 tRNA B, 2R B A Y 6
A BR ATP 5 PE (GO:0016887 ) : fiE4k ATP /K fi#,
Rk fE = H T4l Dy gE, W = o iz i s S AL
S5 UL R S50 0 B R AR 19 B 53 ( GO:0003735) -
VER B R —8 5 2 58 B BTA s,

% 9 LosslsoFun X SHEEBRHTNER (V/x)

Table 9 Prediction positive/nnegative (V/x) annotations for each isoform by each comparison method

LossIso IsoFun

DMIL-

GOARE K LY ALEN R DIFFUSE!”  IsoResolve®® DisoFun®! IsoFun!”’
Fun GOP  IsoFun®”
P26358 N v x x x x x x
0008170 DNMTI
K7ENW7 x x x N « y y y
GSE9DS5 V V v x x x x x
V9GZ72 V V v x x x x x
0140101 ELAC2
E7ES68 x x x x N x x x
H7C214 x x x x N x x x
AOA3B3IS78 N y v V x \ x
014359 ABCBI1
AOA3B3ISD4  x x N Y x x x x
094966 v v N \/ R\ R x N
0101005 USP19
AOAOAOMROS  x x x x x x x x
AOA499FHX9 x y x v x x x
0016887 MCM3 J3KQ69 N x x x v x x x
Q7Z6P5 X X X X X X X X
J3KS98 V v x x ol x
0003735 RPLI3
J3QSB4 v x N N x x
TERR/% 86.67 80.00  46.67 60.00 46.67 53.33 46.67

TE: PRI BT DI 21 0 A R BAT e, < MIARZETE, T RIZARCAIIZT IR 10 B2 5 S bRl A3 2 28 A

7¢ 9 F B, LossIsoFun IE#IX 4T 154 GO
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A JA]— PR B 422 (A W) S A AR IR D RE, iR R W T
Iii] — 35 A1 174 R ol 22 ol S 4 R 7 A ) 9 T e )
hEIVE T . b4, LossIsoFun F i (4 55 4 44 T e
HARB AP 2EE Lo Biln, 5256 i i 544
A «P26358” £ 171 Tt 4 H5 P SEAZ M A% R ( deoxyri-

bonucleic acid, DNA ) H 34, #f £ 7 DNA &
il 35 A R A ) R SRR AR e AT B 48 B A
DNA #f, 1% 5 # R 1) T BB (il 13 LossIsoFun il
355 S 1R“A0A3B3IS78”% 5 IiF IH B fa 2 T i
Fika s B <0949667 4 il — Fl 72 K AL,
AR 2 R AR BT R AR “GSE9D S AN
“VOGZT72” %t i £ 1 HAT LRI tRNA 3" K3l
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Fig. 3 Visualization of attention weights
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