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Abstract

Cataloging the neuronal cell types that comprise circugfrindividual brain regions is a major goal of modern
neuroscience and the BRAIN initiative. Single-cell RNAgencing can now be used to measure the gene expression
profiles of individual neurons and to categorize neurongethas their gene expression profiles. While the single-cell
techniques are extremely powerful and hold great promntiey, are currently still labor intensive, have a high cost per
cell, and, most importantly, do not provide information qasal distribution of cell types in specific regions of the
brain. We propose a complementary approach that uses catigmal methods to infer the cell types and their gene
expression profiles through analysis of brain-wide sirggibresolution in situ hybridization (ISH) imagery contad
in the Allen Brain Atlas (ABA). We measure the spatial distition of neurons labeled in the ISH image for each
gene and model it as a spatial point process mixture, whasireiweights are given by the cell types which express
that gene. By fitting a point process mixture model jointlytie ISH images, we infer both the spatial point process
distribution for each cell type and their gene expressiafiler We validate our predictions of cell type-specific gene
expression profiles using single cell RNA sequencing datzently published for the mouse somatosensory cortex.
Jointly with the gene expression profiles, cell featurehsaagcell size, orientation, intensity and local densitelev
are inferred per cell type.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivations and Goals

The human brain comprises about one hundred billion neusiodsone trillion supporting glial cells. These cells
are specialized into a surprising diversity of cell typesieTetina alone boasts well over 50 cell types, and it is an
active area of research to perform a census of the variousmaicell types that comprise the central nervous system.
Many criteria have been used to categorize neuronal cedistyfpom neuronal morphology and connectivity to their
functional response properties. Neurons can also be aiteddased on the proteins they make. Immunohistochem-
istry has been used with great success for many decades$dedifate excitatory neurons from inhibitory neurons by
labeling for known proteins involved in the synthesis anglutation of glutamate and GABA, the primary excitatory
and inhibitory neurotransmitters respectively.

More recently, there has been an effort to systematicallgsuee the complete transcriptome of single neurons.
Single-cell RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) is an extremely pdulé¢echnique that can quantitatively determine the ex-
pression level of every gene that is expressed in individeatons. This so-called transcriptome or gene expression


http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.01889v2

/ transcription profile can then be used to define cell typeslbstering. A recent study produced the most compre-
hensive census of cell types to date in the mouse somatagerttex and hippocampus by performing single-cell
RNA-Seq on over 3000 neuroris [12]. While this study is quieiteng, tyring to replicate it for all brain regions
might well require the equivalent of a thousand such expemisi Thus, it is likely that the unprecedented insights
that RNA-Seq can provide will be slow to arrive. More impaittg, single cell sequencing methods are not currently
able to capture the precise three-dimensional locatiohefitdividual neurons.

Here we propose a complementary approach that uses coiopatattrategies to identify cell types and their
spatial distribution by re-analysing data published byAlien Institute for Brain Research. The Allen Brain Atlas
(ABA) contains cellular resolution brain-wide in-situ hydization (ISH) images for 20,000 geﬂeslSH is a histo-
logical technique that labels the mRNA in all cells expregghe corresponding gene in a manner roughly proportion
to the gene expression level. An example of an ISH image caede in figuréll(a).

The ABA contains genome-wide and brain-wide ISH images efatiult mouse brain. These images were gener-
ated by slicing the brain into a series2if um thin sections and performing ISH. Image series of ISHgreréd for
different genes come from different mouse brains, sinced&ilonly be performed for one gene at a time. The ISH
image series for different genes were then computatioiged into a common reference brain coordinate system.
Such data have been productively used to infer the averagsdriptomes corresponding to different brain regions.

It is commonly thought that the ABA cannot be used to infer titamscriptomes of individual cells in a given
brain region since mouse brains cannot be aligned to theéspya®f a single cell. This is because there is individual
variation in the precise number and location of neurons fhwain to brain. However, we expect that the average
number and spatial distribution of neurons from each cektio be conserved from brain to brain, for a given brain
area. More concretely, we might expect that parvalbumipressing (PV) inhibitory interneurons in layer 2/3 of
the mouse somatosensory cortex comprise approximatelyf7& weurons and have a conserved spatial and size
distribution from brain to brain. We use this fact to derivenathod for simultaneously inferring the cell types in a
given brain region and their gene expression profiles froanABA.

We propose to model the spatial distribution of neurons iraintas being generated by sampling from an unknown
but consistent brain-region and cell-type dependentagadint process distribution. And since each gene might onl
be expressed in a subset of cell types, an ISH image for aesgggie can be thought of as a mixture of spatial point
processes where the mixture weights represent the indilvadll types expressing that gene. We infer cell typesr thei
gene expression profiles and their spatial distributionfdopiting the spatial point processes corresponding to thie IS
images for 1743 genes. This is in notable contrast to therimdtion provided by single-cell RNA sequencing which
can only measure the gene expression profile of individuéd te high accuracy but where, due to the destructive
measurement process, all information about the spatigi@oand distribution of cell types is lost.

1.2 Previous Work

Allen Brain Atlas (ABA) [9] is a landmark study which mappétktgene expression of about 20,000 genes across the
entire mouse brain. The ABA dataset consists of cellulan&solution 2d imagery dah-situ hybridized series of
brain sections, digitally aligned to a common referencasatHowever, since tha-situ images for each gene come
from different mouse brains and since there is significantdity in the individual locations of labeled cells, & i

not possible to register brain-wide gene expression atautisn higher than abo50um. Therefore, the cellular
resolution detail was down-sampled to construct a coamdee@resentation of the average gene expression level in
250um x 250pum x 250um voxels.

The coarse-resolution averaged gene expression repatisartias been widely used and analyzed to understand
differences in gene expression at the level of brain regldawrylycz et al [5] analyzed the correlational structure
of gene expression at this scale, across the entire mouse lbtawever, due to the poor resolution of the average
gene expression representation, it has proven challeniginge the ABA to discover the microstructure of gene
expression within a brain region. To address this issue fi@romplementary perspective, Grange et al [3] used the
gene expression profiles of 64 known cell-types, combinél imear unmixing to determine the spatial distribution of

1 Although the Atlas contains ISH data for approximately 20,@istinct mouse genes, we focus on the top 1743 reliablesgehose sagittal
and coronal experiments are highly correlated.



these known cell-types. However, such an approach can ewuated by the presence of cell-types whose expression
profiles have yet to be characterized, and limited by theluéiso of the averaged gene expression representation.

In contrast to previous approaches, we aim to solve the diffiroblem of automatically discovering the gene
expression profiles of cell-types within a brain region bglgiming the original cellular resolution ISH imagery. We
propose to use the spatial distributions of labeled catid their shapes and sizes, which are a far richer repregemtat
than simply the average expression leveRiium x 250um x 250um voxels. This spatial point process is then
un-mixed to determine the gene expression profile of cetisyp

Most previous work on unmixing point process mixtures addpgiarametric generative models where the point
process is limited to some distribution family such as Rwisyr Gaussiar [6/ 7]. However, since we are not interested
in building a generative model of a point process, but ratlaee more about inferring the mixing proportions (gene
expression profile), we take a simpler parameter-free ambroT his approach models only the statistics of the point
process, but is not a generative model, and so cannot be osed®l individual points/cells.

2 Modeling the Spatial Distribution of Cell-types Using Spdal Point Pro-
cess Features

Most analyses of the ABAn situ hybridization dataset have utilized a simple measure afeesexpression level in
relatively large250um x 250um x 250um voxels of brain tissue. Due to the large volume over whichetkigression
level is averaged, such a representation cannot distindngisveen large numbers of cells expressing small amounts
of RNA vs. small numbers of cells expressing large amoun®MNA. All information about the spatial organization

of labeled cells, their shapes, sizes and spatial densityost and summarized by a single scalar number. Here,
we describe a more sophisticated representation of théeldioells in an ISH image based on marked spatial point
processes.

2.1 The Marked Spatial Point Process Representation of ISHhhages

Our approach requires processing the high-resolution I8afes to detect individual labeled cells and their visual
characteristics. We developed a cell detection algoritlescdbed in the Supplementary section. Our algorithm
additionally also estimates the expression level of eatbotied cell, its shape, size and orientation. Figure 1(d) an
Figure[d(b) illustrate the results of our cell detectionoaithm.

Since cell-types differ not only in terms of gene expressiatiern, but also display a diversity of shapes, sizes
and spatial densities, we sought to characterize thesepef We measured: (&l sizes = [r1,2]: the radius in
two principal directions of an ellipse fit to each cell; @Il orientation o: the orientation of the first principle axis
of the ellipse; (3)gene intensity levelp: intensity of labeling of a cell relative to the image baakgnd; (4)spatial
distribution ¢: the number of cells within a local area centered around élewhich can be regarded as a measure
of the local cell density.

The collection of detected cells within an atlas-definedrbregion, along with their features, constitutes a marked
spatial point process. This point process is consideredKeH, because each point is characterized by the shape,
size, expression level and local density features, in afdio just their location in space.

2.2 A Model-free Approach to Representing Spatial Point Proesses Using Joint Feature
Histograms

The statistical modeling of repulsive spatial point prassssuch as those that arise in biology is non-trivial, angyma
generative models such as determinantal point proces$msd[8/atern point processes have high computational
complexity. But since we are not interested in directly miodethe individual labeled cells, but instead in modeling
only their aggregate spatial statistics, and in inferrimgjitgene expression profiles, we can take a simpler approach

We use goint histogram simple statistics of the collection of detected cells torabterize the underlying point
process from which they are drawn. This is an empirical maragproach which side-steps the need to carefully
define a generative point process distribution.
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Figure 1. Overview of the proposed framework - Discovering Neurorell Types via Un-mixing of Spatial Point Process
Mixtures. (a) & (b) Anin situ hybridization image for gene Pvalb along with detectedscétt) Marginalized point process feature
histograms for genes Pvalb and Rasgrf2. Note that size éeré principal axis diameter. We hade; genes and 4d joint

histogram withN bins.

As we describe in the next section, we propose to model thet poocess measured from the ISH image for
each gene as a mixture of point processes belonging to chail/cell-types. For this, we use a linear mixing model,
the Latent Dirichlet Allocation model. The use of this modegreatly simplified if we carefully choose our feature
representation such that the linear mixture of point preegsesults in a linear mixture of histogram statisticssTéi
clearly the case for the features we have chosen. For irestdmee sample equally from two point process distributions
P, and P, with average densities @f, andd,, the addition of these two point procesdes= P; + P, results in the
addition of the two densitie$ = d; + d. This is not the case for second order features, such asgtandes to the

nearest neighbors, which would have a more nonlinear oelsttip.
In figure[d(c), we display marginal histograms correspogdithe joint histogram for two genes, Pvalb and



Rasgrf2, which are well-known markers for a specific clasgbibitory and excitatory cortical neuronal cell-types
respectively.

3 Un-mixing Spatial Point Processes to Discover Cell-types

3.1 Generative Model: A Variation of Latent Dirichlet Alloc ation

The spatial point process histogram representation of B ISH dataset results, for each brain region, iS\gnx Ng
matrix [z!"'], whereNp is the total number of histogram bins (henceforward caledrtumber of histogram features)
A, N¢ is the number of genes, and]’ is the number of cells expressing gena histogram binmn.

We model the gene-spatial histogram maftif'] by assuming it is generated by a Variation of Latent Dirithle
Allocation (vLDA) [2] model of cell types. This matrix factzation based latent variable model assumes that the
ISH histograms are generated from a small number of cetidyfi, and each cell-typé is associated with a type-
dependent spatial point process histogfgrand a gene expression profite

Our generative model for each histogramhirfcharacterizing a particular bin in the size/ orientatgperie profile/
spatial distribution) is as follows: Ldt™ = ch x) be the detected number of cells in the joint histogramrhin
For each cell in this bin, its cell-type is sampled from the multinomial distributidri®. And given the cell-type
of cell [, the genes expressed by this cell are sampled from a multinomial distion given by the type-dependent
gene expression profile/distributigth. For a given gene and histogram bimn, this generative process determines
the number of cells that would be detecte.

We further place a Dirichlet prior ovér™ ~ Dir(«), with the concentration parameternwhich determines the
prior probability over the number of cell-types present igieen histogram binn. This prior represents our prior
knowledge of how many cell-types express each gene, andhalgovell our feature representation separates cells of
different types into different histogram bins. In prin@plve could generalize this to be a gene-specific prior, if we
had such information available. We could also us® incorporate information about our prior knowledge over t
distribution of cells from each cell-type, for instancettbacitatory neurons greatly outnumber inhibitory neurions
aroughlys : 1 ratio.

We now describe how we estimate the model parameters — thgygelspecific multinomial gene expression
profile 5 and the cell-type specific spatial point process histoghafrom the gene-specific spatial point process
histograms measured from the ISH images.

3.2 Estimating the Cell-type Dependent Gene Expression Pfite

After testing several estimation methods for the paramseaieour model, we found that non-negative matrix factor-
ization (NMF) performed well in estimating the cell-typeesific gene expression profil@s see Figuré2a. We solve
the following optimization problem:

Nr Ng K

Ng K
i ;Zﬂ:(ﬁ —~ Zt:h;%;m)?, st B >0, znjﬁg =1, h* >0, Zt:hm =1 (1)

Here, the non-negativity and sum-to-one constrainté8rand 3%, ensure that and result in properly normalized
multinomial distributions. While this estimation proceduesults in joint estimates fér and 3, it does not enforce
the Dirichlet prior overh. So we refine our NMF-derived estimates fousing variational inferencel[2].

2Note that there are two types tdatures — the features characterizing each detected cell, and #ierés characterizing the collection of
detected cells that constitute a single sample from a $ypatiat process



3.3 Estimating the Cell-type Dependent Spatial Point Proces Histogramh

We use a standard maximum likelihood estimation procedarrg f2]. Iteratively, we refine the inference of the cell
type membership™ € A, under each joint histogram feature We update:* until convergence [11].

Ng

1 hm Bt
hfkiKanszi+ai, Vi € [K],m € [Np] 2
L+ 370 ar i S hmgl
=1

Recall that the Dirichlet priotv encodes the number of cell-types that we expect on averagetess each gene. We
seta to be a symmetric Dirichlet witly; = s = ... = ak, and), a; = 0.01 for all cell-typest. In practice, we
observe that our estimates/ofire fairly insensitive to the specific choice foas long as _, a, is small enough. The
smallera is, the fewer cell-types expressing a given gene we expatigerve in a single histogram bin.

4 Results and Evaluation

4.1 Implementation Details

We tested our proposed cell-type discovery algorithm usdireghigh-resolutionn situ hybridization image series
for 1743 of the most reliably imaged and annotated genes in the ABdividual cells were detected in the cellular
resolution ISH images using custom algorithms (detaileBupplementary Information). For each detected cell, we
fit ellipses and extract several local features: (a) sizeshage represented as the diameters along the principlefixes
the ellipse, (b) orientation of the first principle axis, ¢@ne intensity level as measured by the intensity of labeiin

the cell body, and (d) the number of cells detected with-i0@,4n radius around the cell, which is a measure of the
local cell density. We aligned the ISH images to the ABA refere atlas and, for this paper, focused our attention on
cells in the somatosensory cortex, since independent R&ipdata exist for this region the can be used to evaluate our
approach. We computed joint histograms for the collectiocetls found with-in the somatosensory cortex, resulting
in a spatial point process feature vectodf = 10010 histogram bins per gene.

Synthetic experiment:  The vLDA model we proposed is then fit W x Nr gene point process histogram
matrix to estimate the cell-type gene expression profilgimatusing the non-negative matrix factorization (NNMF)
algorithm. The reason why we choose NNMF over Variationtdnence (which is a popular approach for LDA) for
estimation is that NNMF produces more accuratestimation in simulated data, illustrated in Eig 2a. In thetbetic
experiment, we simulate point process data ( with some firestegolden standarf) and use the data to estimate
B. The errors were computed after pairing the estimated aodunifi with a closest golden standafdcolumn via

hygothesis testing. Not? that the_ columngadre nqrmalize(ﬁo 1. so the errors are bounded.
4.2 Evaluating Cell-type Gene Expression Profile Predictiaos

A recent study performed single-cell RNA sequencingl691 neurons isolated from mouse somatosensory cortex.
We use this dataset to evaluate the quality of the cell-tyaediscover.

The single cell RNA-seq datay := [g'|¢?]...|g"¥¢] € RNe*Ne | contains the gene expression profiles for
Nc = 1691 cells. We infer the cell typea® for these cells using equationl (2), and then compute théiHied
L of observing each for each cell under our estimated ceb-tygpendent gene expression profile matriMsing
equation[(4). We can then evaluate the perplexity, a comynastd measure of goodness of fit under the vLDA
model, of single cell RNA-seq data on the model we learnechfoar spatial point process data.

The perplexity score is a standard metric, which is definethasggeometric mean per-cell likelihood. Itis a
monotonically decreasing function of the log-likeliho6d7=) of test data=.

S Ne log p(g?)

erplexitfG) = exp(—
perplexity &) = exp( SVe L

) ®3)
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Figure 2: (a) Synthetic Experiment : comparison of Non-negative Mdtactorization (NNMF) with Variational
Inference (VI) on simulated point process cell data usingvkmgene expression profile An additional robustness
test of NNMF is done to see how good the algorithm is when a grarmber of cell type is input. A permutation
test (shuffling the gene expression levels between cellpiedo access statistical significance. Comparing with
permute test shows that our cell-types are significantfediht from chance. Error per type is computed by pairing the
columns of estimateawith the columns of the ground-truth (b) Comparison of gene expression profiles recovered
for cell-types in the somatosensory cortex by fitting an LDAdwl using spatial point process features (ours) vs the
standard average gene expression level feature (basdélinejeatures provide a significantly better match, withdéow
perplexity, to ground truth single-cell RNA sequencingiged transcriptomes. A permutation test is done to access
statistical significance. Perplexity is computed by matgtb surrogate single-cell RNA transcriptomes by shuffling
the gene expression levels between cells. Comparing wittnyte test shows that our cell-types are significantly
different from chance.

where the likelihood is evaluated as

L (505 00) 17 (o1 T [ R }
p(gm|hm7 aaﬁ) = W H (h:n) ) H (Z Z 6g;n,enh;nﬁ7ll> . (4)
v vi=1 j=1 \i=1 n=1

whered; ; is the Kronecker deltal; ; = 1 wheni = j and0 otherwise.e” is thent" basis vector.

4.3 Comparison to Standard Average Gene Expression FeatuseBaseline and a Permuta-
tion Test for Significance

Here we demonstrate the superiority of our method and itsstal significance in two ways. First we compared
the perplexity of the single-cell RNA seq dataset G underroadel (figurd 2b, solid blue) against the perplexity
of a surrogate dataset with the same marginal statistitaybase gene-cell correlations were destroyed (fiqute 2b,
dashed blue). We generated this surrogate dataset by rindemmuting the gene expression levels for each gene
across cells. This permuted dataset had a significantiyehigtorse) perplexity than the true single-cell datasets Th
demonstrates that our model trained to un-mix the ISH-éerispatial point processes discovered cell-types whose
gene expression profiles are significantly better matchnigleicells than by chance.

We also compared the predictions of cell-type gene expegsiofiles derived by un-mixing our spatial point
process features against gene expression profiles deguaa-mixing the more standa$0um x 250um x 250um
averaged gene expression level features. We see a veryrtgsggerement in perplexity by switching from the standard
simple averaging of gene expression, to extracting spadialt process features (figurel2b). The single-cell RNA seq
dataset analysis from figurel2b shows that the perplexityuofecovered cell-types rapidly flattens after we recover
approximately 10 clustergq{ = 10).
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Figure 3: Estimated memberships on marker genes for 8 cell types. These marker genes are adeldd the
columns of the membership matrix.

4.4 A Brief Analysis of Recovered Cell Types in SomatosenspCortex

In this section we describe the representative spatialt goivcess statistics and gene expressions for 8 cell-types
we recovered. We attempted to align our 8 clusters to cpkidydefined by [12] in the single-cell RNA sequencing
paper. We found high overlap in the gene expression profilealf 8 clusters with known cell-types defined inl[12],
Interneurons, S1 Pyramidal, Mural, Endothelial, Microglia, Ependymal, Astrocytes andOligodendrocytes, in Figure3.
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Figure 4: Figure of 5% and 95% percentile estimated cell features &&ll8ypes we detected. Inference is performed
on the Spatial point process histograms data we estimated.

The estimate off was combined with MLE to infer the cell-type specific spagiaint process representatiaff.
In examining the spatial point process distributions thatpnredict for each of these cell types, we discover that while
the distribution of cell body orientations is quite broadiamilar across cell types, the cell count distributionjath
is a measure of cell density, varies in a systematic way framaell type to another. Fig 4d shows that inhibitory
Interneurons are less dense than S1Pyramidal neuronsisTdugasistent with their known prevalence, roughly 20%
of all neurons are GABAergic interneurons [10], while theneéning 80% are excitatory glutamatergic pyramidal
neurons. As expected, this excitatory neuronal catego81éfyramidal is the most common and hence most dense
class of neuronal cells. They also have slightly largeripetlies, compared to interneurons, as can be seen [ Fig 4a.
The remaining 6 cell types correspond to various glial sydes.



5 Conclusion

We developed a computational method for discovering cpl$yin a brain region by analyzing the high-resolution
situ hybridization image series from the Allen Brain Atlas. Untlee assumption that cell types have unique spatial
distributions and gene expression profiles, we used a viaiedt Dirichlet allocation (vLDA) based on spatial point
process process mixture model to simultaneously inferelideature spatial distribution and gene expression @sfil
of cell types. By comparing our gene expression profile mteshis to a single-cell RNA sequencing dataset, we
demonstrated that our model improves significantly on stbtke art.

The accuracy of our method relies heavily on the assumptiaincell-types differ in their spatial distribution, and
that our point process features perform a good job of disigiung these differences. Thus the performance of our
method can be improved by better estimates of better featide would expect our method to perform better for
large brain areas, which can be more accurately alignedyarah have more cells to estimate point process features.

There are several modifications to our vLDA model which migtytrove the faithfulness of our generative model
to the biology. We place a symmetric Dirichlet prior overddgpe multinomial distributiorh™ for a given histogram
bin m. This assumes that the number of cell-types expressinggaehis the same for all genes. But since some genes
are expressed more commonly and non-specifically thangther might expect a gene-specific prior to be a better
model. Further, the symmetric Dirichlet assumes that dlitgpes have equal proportions of cells. But evidence
suggests that excitatory neurons are more common thanitimtyilmeurons in cortex_[4], and using a non-uniform
Dirichlet prior could account for this.
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Appendix for Discovering Neuronal Cell Types and Their GeneExpression
Profiles Using a Spatial Point Process Mixture Model

A Morphological Basis Extraction

We aim to characterize the morphological basis for all cgith different size, orientation, expression profiles and
spatial distribution. The traditional sparse coding idtroes too many free parameters and is not suitable for cdampac
morphological basis learning. We instead propose Gaupsianconvolutional sparse coding (GPCSC). The intuition
for using convolution is due to the frequent replication@fg of similar shapes and the translation invariance pigpe
Traditional sparse coding would learn both the shape of #ileand the location of the cell. But the convolutional
sparse coding would only learn the shape here. We charaeteeil spatial distribution via decoding the sparse
activation map.

To formulate the problem formally: lek be the image observed, then the convolutional sparse codougl
generates observed imagesing filters (resembling cell shapés¥uperposed at locations indicated by the activation
map M (whose sparsity pattern indicates cell spatial distrdoutind activation amplitude indicates gene expression
profiles. )

Our goals of segmenting cells, extracting cell basis, atichating gene profiles and cell locations are reduced to
this optimization learning problem:

k
I =" Fx M),
n m=1

wherel™ is then'" image associated with the gene we are interested inRjtlx D,, pixels, i.e.,I" € RP*D,

We call theF,, € R¥*? filter, whered is set to capture the local cell morphological informatidihe spatial
coefficient for imagd™ is denoted agl”) € R(P—d+1)x(D—d+1) which represents the position of the filt&y, being
active onimagd™. More precisely, ifH" (z,y) = 1, thenF,, isactive al"(z : z +d — 1,y : y + d — 1).

. n 2 (n)
Ldbm ) Z ) m I m ) Z .
i Y D MM, St Fon(@,y) > 0, | Fllz = 1, MY (2,y) > 0. (5)

2
F n o m

A.1 Gaussian Prior Convolutional Sparse Coding

The popular alternating approach between matching putsuéarn activation mag/ and k-SVD to learnF' is
general applicable to any object detection problem in inyfageessing. However, this approach causes inexact cell
number estimation as filters with multi-modality (i.e., tiplle cells) are learnt. We resolve this issue by proposing a
Gaussian probability density function prior on the filtevgguarantee single cell detection and achieve accurate cell
number estimation. The supportdf is also limited to the local maxima indicating cell centeMgte that our cell are
not donut shaped, and it is reasonable to assume the dadiesbping the cell center.

Therefore, we optimize over the objectiwein ||y 1" — > Fp, * Mj}lng + >, 2 MM, such thatF,,
are2 — D Gaussian densities with priori set top 2 principal radius arentation. Alternating Minimization is used to
solving the optimization problem. If we define the residwsg, 1" >, > ﬁm*ﬂﬁl, the gradient of the objective
reduced to an iterative approach of updating filters, compesidual, optimizing activation map based on residual,
compute residual and updating filters again. It is easy tormmothaaTLm (4,7) anda%—Lm(z‘,j) are convolution of the
residual and the other variable rotated by angle

A.2 Image Registration/Alignment

A structure represents a neuronanatomical region of isteBtructures are grouped into ontologies and organized in
a hierarchy or structure graph. We are interested in the sxs®asory cortex area. So we use the affine transform
from Allen Brain Institutel[[1, 9] to align all the in-situ hyidization images with the Atlas brain to extract the cotrec
region.
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