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Abstract

Human leukocyte antigen (HLA) genes
are associated with a variety of dis-
eases, however direct typing of HLA
is time and cost consuming. Thus
various imputation methods using se-
quential SNPs data have been pro-
posed based on statistical or deep learn-
ing models, e.g. CNN-based model,
named DEEP*HLA. However, imputa-
tion efficiency is not sufficient for in-
frequent alleles and a large size of ref-
erence panel is required. Here, we
developed a Transformer-based model
to impute HLA alleles, named ”HLA
Reliable IMputatioN by Transformer
(HLARIMNT)” to take advantage of se-
quential nature of SNPs data. We val-
idated the performance of HLARIMNT
using two different reference pan-
els; Pan-Asian reference panel (n =
530) and Type 1 Diabetes Genetics
Consortium (T1DGC) reference panel
(n = 5, 225), as well as the mix-
ture of those two panels (n = 1, 060).
HLARIMNT achieved higher accuracy
than DEEP*HLA by several indices, es-
pecially for infrequent alleles. We also
varied the size of data used for training,
and HLARIMNT imputed more accu-
rately among any size of training data.
These results suggest that Transformer-
based model may impute efficiently not
only HLA types but also any other gene
types from sequential SNPs data.

Relevant codes are available at https:

//github.com/seitalab/HLARIMNT.

1. Introduction

The major histocompatibility complex
(MHC) region is located on the short arm
of chromosome 6, and is strongly associated
with complex human traits (Dendrou et al.,
2018). It has been also found that Human
leukocyte antigen (HLA) genes, which are
abundant within the MHC region, explain
much of the risk there (Dendrou et al., 2018).
Indeed, some HLA alleles are known to be at
risk for the development of serious diseases,
such as adverse reactions to drugs (Halevy
et al., 2008; Ko et al., 2015). Therefore,
HLA genotyping is important in medicine.

However, it is quite difficult to directly
type the HLA alleles due to the complexity
of the MHC region. Sanger sequencing
and next-generation sequencing (NGS) are
commonly used for direct typing of alleles,
but these methods are time-consuming,
expensive, and not suitable for mass produc-
tion of analysis results. Furthermore, the
limitation in terms of HLA gene coverage
and allele resolution make it more difficult
to type alleles (Hirata et al., 2019; Erlich,
2012).

For these reasons, HLA alleles are usually
computationally imputed by statistical
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models, based on observed single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP) data from ethnicity-
specific reference panels (Hirata et al., 2019;
Pereyra et al., 2010; Raychaudhuri et al.,
2012; Okada et al., 2015). For example,
HLA*IMP is one of the imputation methods
based on the Li & Stephens haplotype model
(Leslie et al., 2008) using SNP data from
European populations (Dilthey et al., 2011;
Li and Stephens). HLA*IMP:02 is the subse-
quently developed method, which uses SNP
data from multiple populations (Dilthey
et al., 2013). SNP2HLA, which uses the
imputation software package Beagle to im-
pute classical HLA alleles, is also one of the
tools with high accuracy (Jia et al., 2013).
HLA Genotype Imputation with Attribute
Bagging (HIBAG), which is a method using
multiple expectation–maximization-based
classifiers, estimates the likelihood of HLA
alleles (Zheng et al., 2014). CookHLA is
based on the standard hidden Markov model
that can incorporate the genetic distance as
input, using Beagle v4 and v5 (Cook et al.,
2021).

Nevertheless, there was still room for
improvement in these imputation methods,
in terms of imputation accuracy, especially
for infrequent alleles. Since reference panels
were used directly other than HIBAG, there
were restrictions on the data that can be
accessed from the standpoint of personal in-
formation protection, which further reduced
the accuracy of the imputation.

Turning to the area of machine learning,
deep learning has made great strides in
various domains. In addition to classical
models like CNN and RNN, Transformer
boasts high accuracy (Vaswani et al., 2017).
Taking advantage of the attention mecha-
nism and positional encoding, Transformer
is good at handling sequential data, e.g.
natural language (Vaswani et al., 2017).
Now Transformer has been applied not only
to natural language processing (Brown et al.,

2020; Adiwardana et al., 2020), but also to
image recognition (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020),
predictions of protein structures (Jumper
et al., 2021), music generation (Huang et al.,
2018), and image generation (Saharia et al.,
2022; Ramesh et al., 2022), by processing
data as sequential. Deep learning models
like these have also been applied to the
field of medicine (Egger et al., 2022; Wang
et al., 2021), including genetics (Chu et al.,
2022; Kojima et al., 2020). DEEP*HLA,
which is a CNN-based model, was developed
for HLA imputation (Naito et al., 2021).
DEEP*HLA was a great advance in the field
of HLA imputation in that it allowed more
accurate imputation than existing methods,
without the need to use a direct reference
panel. Nevertheless, there was still room for
improvement in DEEP*HLA, especially in
accuracy for infrequent alleles, and a large
size of reference panel required for efficient
imputation.

In this study, we propose a Transformer-
based model to impute eight HLA classical
alleles, named ”HLA Reliable IMputatioN
by Transformer (HLARIMNT)”, which
allows the Transformer to take advantage of
the sequential nature of SNPs. HLARIMNT
performed imputations with generally higher
accuracy than DEEP*HLA.

2. Methods

Architectures. We modified the CNN
part of DEEP*HLA into Transformer-based
model (the blue dotted line in Figure 1, i.e.,
Embedding Layer and Transformer Layer).
Specific parameters and their values are
listed in Appendix I.

HLA genes are divided into groups accord-
ing to LD structure and physical distance
as in DEEP*HLA; (1)HLA-A, (2)HLA-C,
HLA-B, (3)HLA-DRB1, HLA-DQA1, HLA-
DQB1 and (4)HLA-DPA1, HLA-DPB1, and
genes in each group are imputed simultane-
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Figure 1: Architectures of HLARIMNT. (a) overview of the model structure. (b) Embed-
ding Layer. (c) Transformer Layer. (d) Classification Layer. HLARIMNT takes
the input of each haplotype SNP genotype from pre-phased data represented as
binary vectors, and outputs the genotype dosages of alleles for each HLA gene.
input len: the number of SNPs to be input in Embedding Layer; chunk num: the
number of chunks into which the SNPs are divided in Embedding Layer; chunk
len: the number of SNPs in a single chunk; class num: the dimension of the
output of Classification Layer.

ously. Therefore, the hyperparameters of the
models are the same except for the number
of outputs, but the weights trained are dif-
ferent for each group. For each group, the
model takes the input of each haplotype SNP
genotype from pre-phased data, which are
expressed by two-dimensional vectors. The
SNPs are expressed by 01 or 10 based on
whether each base is consistent with a refer-
ence or alternative one. The range of SNPs
used for training in each group is the same
as DEEP*HLA; 500kbps each.

Embedding Layer (Figure 1 (b)) consoli-
dates the neighboring SNPs together to di-
vide them into 50 chunks, and adds a classi-
fication (cls) token at the head of SNPs to
learn the features. The cls token has the
same shape as a single chunk, and its ele-
ments are all zeros. Then a common linear

layer projects SNPs to the size of (51, 512).
Transformer Layer (Figure 1 (c)) applies

positional encoding and the encoder portion
of Transformer to the data, after which the
feature vector of cls token is extracted.

Classification Layer (Figure 1 (d)), which
is prepared for each HLA gene, is a combi-
nation of a linear layer and a softmax layer.
Output dimension of the layer is the same
as the number of alleles the HLA gene has.
Output values are imputation dosages for the
alleles, each of which takes a value from 0.0
to 1.0 that should be 1.0 when summed up.

Datasets. We used Pan-Asian reference
panel (Pillai et al., 2014; Okada et al.,
2014) and Type 1 Diabetes Genetics Consor-
tium (T1DGC) reference panel (Han et al.,
2014). Both panels were genotyped using Il-
lumina Immunochip and contain 4-digit res-
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olution typing data of eight classical HLA
genes based on SSO method; HLA-A, HLA-
B, HLA-C, HLA-DRB1, HLA-DQA1, HLA-
DQB1, HLA-DPA1, and HLA-DPB1. Both
were distributed with Beagle format in a
phased condition. Pan-Asian reference panel
contains 530 unrelated individuals, i.e. 1060
haplotypes, of Asian ancestry. T1DGC refer-
ence panel contains 5225 unrelated individu-
als, i.e.10450 haplotypes, of European ances-
try.

Training. In the training, as with
DEEP*HLA, we adopted hierarchical
fine-tuning, in which the parameters for
classifying 2-digit alleles were transferred to
the model for 4-digit alleles. This allowed
the model to take advantage of the hierar-
chical nature of HLA alleles. We only used
SNP data for training and evaluation, and
removed other information from the refer-
ence panel. We used Cross Entropy Loss as
a loss function and Adam to optimize the
loss. The Cross Entropy Loss is expressed
by the following equation, where ti indicates
correct output that should be 0 or 1, yi
indicates the output of softmax layer, and n
indicates the number of classes.

Loss = −
n∑

i=1

ti log yi

We used 10 percent of the training data as
validation data for early stopping and model
updates during the training. The training
flow is the same as in DEEP*HLA (Appendix
G).

Evaluation. In the experiments, we used
4 indices for the evaluations; r2, PPV, sensi-
tivity, and probability, values of which were
calculated for each allele.
r2(A) represents Pearson’s product mo-

ment correlation coefficient between imputed
and typed dosages and is expressed as fol-
lows;
where n is the number of individuals (i.e.2n

is the number of haplotypes), A is the type
of allele (eg. HLA-A*01:23), xi(A) is the
imputed dosage of alleleA for haplotype i ,
which is obtained from the output of the soft-
max layer, and yi(A) is the typed dosage of
alleleA for haplotype i, taking values 1 if hap-
lotype i has alleleA and otherwise 0.

Sensitivity(A) represents the percentage of
haplotypes that were correctly imputed to
have alleleA in all the haplotypes that have
alleleA, and PPV(A) represents the percent-
age of haplotypes with alleleA in all the
haplotypes predicted to have alleleA (Naito
et al., 2021).

Probability(A) represents the imputed
dosage of alleleA for each haplotype with
alleleA, and is expressed as follows;

probability(A) =
m∑
i=1

xi(A)/m

where m represents the number of haplo-
types with alleleA.

3. Results

3.1. Experiment 1

We first performed a five-part cross-
validation for Pan-Asian reference panel,
T1DGC reference panel, and the mixture of
the two panels (2/Datasets). When creating
the mixed panel, we randomly selected the
same number of individuals included in Pan-
Asian reference panel from T1DGC counter-
part. Thus, the number of individuals in-
cluded in the mixed panel became 1060. We
divided the data into 5 parts for the cross-
validation and used 10 percent of the non-
test data as validation data during the train-
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ing (2/Training).
Using HLARIMNT and DEEP*HLA, we
performed imputations of 4-digit alleles for
eight HLA genes (2/Datasets). Then, we cal-
culated the accuracy for each allele as four
indices; r2, PPV, sensitivity, and probability
(2/Evaluation). Finally we compared the av-
erage of each indice between the two methods
(2/Architectures).

Table 1: Average imputation accuracy
for all 4-digit alleles

Dataset Indices DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.795 0.850

PPV 0.844 0.865
sensitivity 0.773 0.820
probability 0.771 0.784

T1DGC r2 0.823 0.839
PPV 0.897 0.881

sensitivity 0.786 0.804
probability 0.786 0.794

Mixed r2 0.795 0.830
PPV 0.862 0.870

sensitivity 0.761 0.797
probability 0.761 0.778

HLARIMNT performed better in gen-
eral. Table 1 shows the average imputation
accuracy of all 4-digit alleles. Confidence in-
tervals for the each test data are provided in
Appendix E and the weighted average values
by allele frequency are provided in Appendix
D.

HLARIMNT achieved higher accuracy in
the 4 indices on all the reference panels, al-
though PPV in T1DGC reference panel was
a little higher for DEEP*HLA.

Average imputation accuracy for 4-digit
alleles in each HLA gene is showed in Fig-
ure 7 of Appendix H. HLARIMNT generally
showed advantages for almost all of the genes
in all of the three reference panels, with some
exceptions depending on the combination of
genes, reference panels, and indices.

HLARIMNT outperformed for infre-
quent alleles. Table 2 shows the average
imputation accuracy for 4-digit alleles that
have frequencies less than 0.01. Confidence
intervals for each test data are provided in

Table 2: Average imputation accuracy
for infrequent 4-digit alleles

Dataset Indices DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.583 0.685

PPV 0.740 0.725
sensitivity 0.447 0.553
probability 0.446 0.502

T1DGC r2 0.715 0.740
PPV 0.834 0.805

sensitivity 0.649 0.678
probability 0.649 0.665

Mixed r2 0.628 0.681
PPV 0.762 0.768

sensitivity 0.531 0.600
probability 0.530 0.577

Appendix F and the weighted average values
by allele frequency are listed in Appendix D.
As for all alleles, HLARIMNT outperformed
the accuracy of DEEP*HLA, except for PPV
of Pan-Asian and T1DGC reference penel.
Even more noteworthy is the magnitude of
the difference in accuracy between the two
methods. The superiority of HLARIMNT
for infrequent alleles was greater than that
of for all alleles.

Average imputation accuracy of 4-digit al-
leles for each allele frequency is showed in
Figure 8 of Appendix H. The superiority of
HLARIMNT was more noticeable for alleles
with lower frequencies.

3.2. Experiment 2

We performed a five-part cross-validation for
T1DGC reference panel, the training data of
which consisted of various numbers of indi-
viduals; 530, 1300, 2600, and 4180. We ran-
domly selected data of these numbers from
T1DGC reference panel for training. The
test data used for evaluation was the same
regardless of the training data size. The data
splitting for this experiment is described in
detail in Appendix C. We used the same four
indices as in Experiment 1 for the evaluation.

HLARIMNT generally performed bet-
ter in any training data numbers. Fig-
ure 2 (a) shows the average accuracy for 4-
digit alleles using various numbers of train-
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Figure 2: (a) shows the average accuracy for
4-digit alleles using various num-
bers of training data and (b) shows
that of alleles which have frequen-
cies less than 0.01. The accu-
racy of HLARIMNT was generally
higher than that of DEEP*HLA
on any training data numbers, es-
pecially on small numbers.

ing data. The numbers in the bar graphs
are the accuracy values that the graphs rep-
resent. The accuracy of HLARIMNT was
higher than that of DEEP*HLA regardless
of training data numbers, with the exception
of PPV using relatively large sizes of training
data. In addition, in all of the indices, the su-
periority of HLARIMNT to DEEP*HLA was
more noticeable when the number of training
data was smaller, although not completely in
order. Even in PPV, HLARIMNT was su-
perior to DEEP*HLA when the number of
training data was relatively small.

HLARIMNT performed better for in-
frequent alleles in any training data
numbers. Figure 2 (b) shows the aver-
age accuracy for 4-digit alleles with frequen-
cies less than 0.01. As with the previ-
ous results (3.2), HLARIMNT outperformed
DEEP*HLA in all of the training data num-
bers, except for PPV. Also, there was the
tendency that the advantage of HLARIMNT
was more pronounced when the number of
data for training was smaller.

4. Conclusion

As shown in Experiment 1 (3.1),
HLARIMNT achieved higher accuracy
than DEEP*HLA in all of the three refer-
ence panels, especially for infrequent alleles.
In addition, as shown in Experiment 2 (3.2),
HLARIMNT outperformed regardless of the
size of data used for training.

The results of these two experiments
suggest that HLARIMNT can perform HLA
imputation efficiently, regardless of race and
the size of available data. Further discussion
is provided in Appendix J.

5. Data availability and ethical
review

We used two HLA reference panels in
this study. Both panels were distributed
as a phased condition, and publicly
available. Pan-Asian reference panel is
downloadable with SNP2HLA software
(http://software.broadinstitute.
org/mpg/snp2hla/). T1DGC panel
is available from the NIDDK Central
Repository after the registration process
(https://repository.niddk.nih.gov/
studies/t1dgc/). Since all data used in
this study have already been published and
are publicly available, the ethics committees
of our institute have waived an ethical
review.
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Solbritt Rantapää-Dahlqvist, Javier Mar-
tin, Tom W.J. Huizinga, Robert M.
Plenge, Jane Worthington, Peter K.
Gregersen, Lars Klareskog, Paul I.W. De
Bakker, and Soumya Raychaudhuri. Fine
mapping seronegative and seropositive
rheumatoid arthritis to shared and dis-
tinct hla alleles by adjusting for the ef-
fects of heterogeneity. American Journal
of Human Genetics, 94:522–532, 4 2014.
ISSN 15376605. doi: 10.1016/j.ajhg.2014.
02.013.

Jun Hirata, Kazuyoshi Hosomichi, Saori
Sakaue, Masahiro Kanai, Hirofumi
Nakaoka, Kazuyoshi Ishigaki, Ken Suzuki,

Masato Akiyama, Toshihiro Kishikawa,
Kotaro Ogawa, Tatsuo Masuda, Kenichi
Yamamoto, Makoto Hirata, Koichi
Matsuda, Yukihide Momozawa, Ituro
Inoue, Michiaki Kubo, Yoichiro Ka-
matani, and Yukinori Okada. Genetic
and phenotypic landscape of the major
histocompatibilty complex region in the
japanese population. Nature Genetics, 51:
470–480, 3 2019. ISSN 15461718. doi:
10.1038/s41588-018-0336-0.

Xinli Hu, Aaron J. Deutsch, Tobias L.
Lenz, Suna Onengut-Gumuscu, Buhm
Han, Wei Min Chen, Joanna M.M. How-
son, John A. Todd, Paul I.W. De Bakker,
Stephen S. Rich, and Soumya Raychaud-
huri. Additive and interaction effects at
three amino acid positions in hla-dq and
hla-dr molecules drive type 1 diabetes risk.
Nature Genetics, 47:898–905, 8 2015. ISSN
15461718. doi: 10.1038/ng.3353.

Cheng-Zhi Anna Huang, Ashish Vaswani,
Jakob Uszkoreit, Noam Shazeer, Ian Si-
mon, Curtis Hawthorne, Andrew M. Dai,
Matthew D. Hoffman, Monica Dinculescu,
and Douglas Eck. Music transformer.
9 2018. URL http://arxiv.org/abs/

1809.04281.

Xiaoming Jia, Buhm Han, Suna Onengut-
Gumuscu, Wei Min Chen, Patrick J. Con-
cannon, Stephen S. Rich, Soumya Ray-
chaudhuri, and Paul I.W. de Bakker. Im-
puting amino acid polymorphisms in hu-
man leukocyte antigens. PLoS ONE, 8,
6 2013. ISSN 19326203. doi: 10.1371/
journal.pone.0064683.

John Jumper, Richard Evans, Alexander
Pritzel, Tim Green, Michael Figurnov,
Olaf Ronneberger, Kathryn Tunyasuvu-
nakool, Russ Bates, Augustin Ž́ıdek, Anna
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Appendix A. Imputation using
bidirectional RNN

Figure 3: Architectures of the bidirectional
RNN layer that we applied to
”Transformer Layer” part in
HLARIMNT. The hidden vectors
output by the final layer of the
RNN are concatenated and input
to the linear layer to generate a
feature vector with the dimension
of 512.
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Figure 4: Accuracy of HLARIMNT,
DEEP*HLA, and the bidi-
rectional RNN. The orange
bars represent the results of
HLARIMNT, the blue bars repre-
sent of DEEP*HLA, and the green
bars represent of the bidirectional
RNN. The accuracy using the
bidirectional RNN was not as
good as either HLARIMNT or
DEEP*HLA.

We also performed an imputation using
a bidirectional RNN (Schuster and Paliwal,
1997) instead of Transformer. The struc-
ture was as shown in Figure 3; a modifica-
tion of Figure 1 (c). In each of the bidi-
rectional RNN layer, we used GRU for cells
(Cho et al., 2014). We used Optuna to search
the hyperparameters. We performed Experi-
ment 1 (3.1) using Pan Asian reference panel,
by the bidirectional RNN model. Figure 4
shows the results. The accuracy using the
bidirectional RNN was not as good as either
HLARIMNT or DEEP*HLA, regardless of
allele frequency.

Appendix B. Imputation using all
SNPs in the reference
panel

Figure 5: Accuracy of HLARIMNT using
partial SNPs, DEEP*HLA, and
HLARIMNT using all of the SNPs
in the reference panel. The
orange bars show HLARIMNT
with partial SNPs as in the
main article, the blue bars show
DEEP*HLA, and the green bars
show HLARIMNT with all SNPs.
Except for PPV, HLARIMNT us-
ing partial SNPs was more accu-
rate than using all SNPs.

While the experiments in the main arti-
cle used only some SNPs according to HLA
genes, we also trained our model using all
of the SNPs in Pan Asian reference panel.
In this case, the number of SNPs used for
training was about 5 to 6 times larger, de-
pending on the gene. The result of Experi-
ment 1 (3.1) under these conditions is shown
in Figure 5. HLARIMNT trained using par-
tial SNPs were generally more accurate than
that of using all SNPs, although it varied by
allele frequencies. However, PPV for infre-
quent alleles was higher in HLARIMNT us-
ing all SNPs, the accuracy of which was even
higher than that of DEEP*HLA.
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Appendix C. Cross-validation in
Experiment 2

Figure 6: Details of the cross-validation in
Experiment 2

Here we describe the details of cross-
validation performed in Experiment 2 of the
main article (3.2). We first divided T1DGC
reference panel into five parts. One parti-
tion was used as the test data for a sin-
gle validation. From the remaining data,
we randomly selected the data to be used
for training. Here, we set the data used to
train HLARIMNT and DEEP*HLA to be
the same, which allowed a fair comparison of
performance. We trained each model using
the data selected for training, 10 percent of
which was used for validation data for model
updating and early stopping.

Appendix D. The weighted average
values by allele
frequency in
Experiment 1

D.1. For all alleles

In the main text we calculated a simple ad-
ditive average for each allele, but here we
post the weighted average values by allele fre-
quency.

Table 3: Average of accuracy for all 4-
digit alleles weighted by allele
frequency

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.886 0.925

PPV 0.898 0.922
sensitivity 0.897 0.927
probability 0.896 0.903

T1DGC r2 0.971 0.976
PPV 0.976 0.975

sensitivity 0.974 0.977
probability 0.974 0.974

Mixed r2 0.918 0.935
PPV 0.927 0.935

sensitivity 0.928 0.936
probability 0.927 0.926

Table 4: Average of accuracy for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles weighted
by allele frequency

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.664 0.740

PPV 0.781 0.759
sensitivity 0.550 0.641
probability 0.554 0.586

T1DGC r2 0.852 0.866
PPV 0.882 0.875

sensitivity 0.840 0.842
probability 0.838 0.831

Mixed r2 0.736 0.777
PPV 0.784 0.794

sensitivity 0.698 0.733
probability 0.696 0.706

D.2. For infrequent alleles

Appendix E. Confidence intervals
for Experiment 1

Here we report 95% confidence intervals for
each test data used in Experiment 1. The
very wide confidence intervals are due to the
fact that the accuracy varies extremely with
the allele frequency, which makes the vari-
ance very large.

Appendix F. Confidence intervals
of infrequent alleles
for Experiment 1

Here we report 95% confidence intervals of
accuracy for infrequent alleles, on each test
data used in Experiment 1. The very wide
confidence intervals are due to the fact that

14



HLARIMNT

Table 5: Confidence intervals for 4-digit
alleles in test data (1)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.814 ± 0.096 0.876 ± 0.033

PPV 0.845 ± 0.069 0.88 ± 0.035
sensitivity 0.785 ± 0.094 0.832 ± 0.047
probability 0.787 ± 0.054 0.797 ± 0.044

T1DGC r2 0.831 ± 0.057 0.857 ± 0.032
PPV 0.897 ± 0.002 0.866 ± 0.033

sensitivity 0.783 ± 0.081 0.825 ± 0.039
probability 0.784 ± 0.058 0.805 ± 0.038

Mixed r2 0.794 ± 0.084 0.841 ± 0.037
PPV 0.845 ± 0.051 0.861 ± 0.036

sensitivity 0.745 ± 0.097 0.794 ± 0.048
probability 0.746 ± 0.079 0.780 ± 0.044

Table 6: Confidence intervals for 4-digit
alleles in test data (2)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.823 ± 0.087 0.880 ± 0.030

PPV 0.840 ± 0.071 0.876 ± 0.036
sensitivity 0.792 ± 0.103 0.854 ± 0.040
probability 0.790 ± 0.066 0.818 ± 0.038

T1DGC r2 0.812 ± 0.052 0.830 ± 0.035
PPV 0.886 ± 0.019 0.873 ± 0.032

sensitivity 0.786 ± 0.062 0.808 ± 0.041
probability 0.787 ± 0.047 0.795 ± 0.039

Mixed r2 0.828 ± 0.068 0.866 ± 0.030
PPV 0.867 ± 0.041 0.876 ± 0.031

sensitivity 0.788 ± 0.093 0.843 ± 0.039
probability 0.788 ± 0.068 0.819 ± 0.038

the accuracy varies extremely with the al-
lele frequency, which makes the variance very
large. Furthermore, the limited number of
infrequent alleles is another reason for the
wide confidence intervals.

Appendix G. Training Flow

First, a variant ’count’, which is an indicator
used for early stopping, is initialized to 0. At
the beginning of the epoch, the training data
is batched and trained using back propaga-
tion. At the end of one epoch, the model’s
correctness rate (the percentage of data that
the model could impute correctly) in the val-
idation data is calculated. If this value is
greater than the value of the ‘best model’,
the weights are overwritten and saved as the
‘best model’. If not, add 1 to the ‘count’,
and when the value of the ‘count’ reaches
specified number, the training is terminated.

Table 7: Confidence intervals for 4-digit
alleles in test data (3)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.776 ± 0.096 0.832 ± 0.040

PPV 0.849 ± 0.042 0.850 ± 0.041
sensitivity 0.775 ± 0.079 0.805 ± 0.050
probability 0.771 ± 0.038 0.761 ± 0.048

T1DGC r2 0.818 ± 0.056 0.840 ± 0.034
PPV 0.896 ± 0.033 0.904 ± 0.025

sensitivity 0.774 ± 0.062 0.793 ± 0.042
probability 0.775 ± 0.056 0.791 ± 0.041

Mixed r2 0.809 ± 0.060 0.830 ± 0.039
PPV 0.893 ± 0.019 0.879 ± 0.033

sensitivity 0.766 ± 0.090 0.814 ± 0.042
probability 0.767 ± 0.078 0.803 ± 0.042

Table 8: Confidence intervals for 4-digit
alleles in test data (4)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.795 ± 0.088 0.847 ± 0.037

PPV 0.834 ± 0.063 0.860 ± 0.037
sensitivity 0.775 ± 0.089 0.817 ± 0.047
probability 0.771 ± 0.050 0.776 ± 0.045

T1DGC r2 0.812 ± 0.044 0.820 ± 0.036
PPV 0.898 ± 0.005 0.870 ± 0.033

sensitivity 0.778 ± 0.040 0.772 ± 0.045
probability 0.776 ± 0.035 0.768 ± 0.043

Mixed r2 0.782 ± 0.084 0.828 ± 0.039
PPV 0.850 ± 0.042 0.857 ± 0.035

sensitivity 0.752 ± 0.084 0.790 ± 0.047
probability 0.752 ± 0.069 0.777 ± 0.044

Also, at regular intervals, the learning rate
is decreased. This process is repeated until
the number of epochs exceeds specified num-
ber, at which point training is terminated.
The ‘best model’ stored at the end of train-
ing is used to examine the accuracy for the
test data.

Appendix H. Experiment1
additional figures

Average imputation accuracy for 4-digit al-
leles in each HLA gene is showed in Fig-
ure 7. HLARIMNT generally showed ad-
vantages for almost all of the genes in all of
the three reference panels, with some excep-
tions depending on the combination of genes,
reference panels, and indices. In Figure 8,
for each metric, accuracy for 4-digit alleles
with frequencies equal to or above the value
on the vertical axis is shown on the hori-
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Table 9: Confidence intervals for 4-digit
alleles in test data (5)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.767 ± 0.092 0.815 ± 0.043

PPV 0.851 ± 0.049 0.859 ± 0.041
sensitivity 0.739 ± 0.109 0.793 ± 0.054
probability 0.736 ± 0.083 0.768 ± 0.051

T1DGC r2 0.840 ± 0.043 0.848 ± 0.035
PPV 0.910 ± 0.011 0.890 ± 0.031

sensitivity 0.811 ± 0.049 0.820 ± 0.039
probability 0.810 ± 0.042 0.813 ± 0.038

Mixed r2 0.763 ± 0.064 0.785 ± 0.042
PPV 0.855 ± 0.052 0.875 ± 0.032

sensitivity 0.755 ± 0.041 0.746 ± 0.050
probability 0.750 ± 0.010 0.712 ± 0.048

Table 10: Confidence intervals for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles in test
data (1)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.595 ± 0.164 0.757 ± 0.130

PPV 0.697 ± 0.195 0.803 ± 0.151
sensitivity 0.430 ± 0.169 0.548 ± 0.167
probability 0.447 ± 0.165 0.498 ± 0.137

T1DGC r2 0.721 ± 0.057 0.765 ± 0.052
PPV 0.829 ± 0.052 0.777 ± 0.058

sensitivity 0.631 ± 0.068 0.709 ± 0.064
probability 0.633 ± 0.068 0.679 ± 0.060

Mixed r2 0.641 ± 0.086 0.713 ± 0.080
PPV 0.725 ± 0.096 0.748 ± 0.088

sensitivity 0.509 ± 0.100 0.601 ± 0.098
probability 0.512 ± 0.098 0.594 ± 0.089

zontal axis (Notice that < 0.005 indicates
a frequency of less than 0.005). When us-
ing Pan-Asian reference panel and the mixed
counterpart, HLARIMNT performed with
almost the same or better accuracy than
DEEP*HLA regardless of allele frequencies.
The superiority of HLARIMNT was more
noticeable for alleles with lower frequencies.
When using T1DGC reference panel, though
there was no marked difference for frequent
alleles, the accuracy for extremely rare al-
leles was apparently higher in HLARIMNT
except for PPV.

Appendix I. Hyperparameters

We used Optuna (https://github.com/
optuna/optuna) to search hyperparameters.
The searched parameters and the values are
as follows; Number of Transformer heads:

Table 11: Confidence intervals for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles in test
data (2)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.678 ± 0.144 0.811 ± 0.122

PPV 0.682 ± 0.177 0.786 ± 0.146
sensitivity 0.511 ± 0.173 0.742 ± 0.157
probability 0.512 ± 0.166 0.621 ± 0.129

T1DGC r2 0.701 ± 0.059 0.725 ± 0.055
PPV 0.814 ± 0.049 0.794 ± 0.055

sensitivity 0.656 ± 0.067 0.688 ± 0.064
probability 0.658 ± 0.066 0.669 ± 0.061

Mixed r2 0.692 ± 0.083 0.758 ± 0.074
PPV 0.764 ± 0.091 0.791 ± 0.082

sensitivity 0.573 ± 0.106 0.686 ± 0.094
probability 0.573 ± 0.105 0.649 ± 0.086

Table 12: Confidence intervals for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles in test
data (3)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.543 ± 0.162 0.623 ± 0.141

PPV 0.808 ± 0.163 0.660 ± 0.177
sensitivity 0.473 ± 0.165 0.492 ± 0.162
probability 0.466 ± 0.162 0.460 ± 0.144

T1DGC r2 0.714 ± 0.059 0.747 ± 0.053
PPV 0.838 ± 0.049 0.849 ± 0.045

sensitivity 0.636 ± 0.069 0.667 ± 0.066
probability 0.638 ± 0.068 0.664 ± 0.063

Mixed r2 0.675 ± 0.084 0.689 ± 0.085
PPV 0.870 ± 0.064 0.802 ± 0.081

sensitivity 0.555 ± 0.097 0.656 ± 0.089
probability 0.559 ± 0.096 0.639 ± 0.087

64, Number of layers of Transformer encoder:
2, Dimension of feedforward in Transformer
encoder: 64, Batch size: 64, Dimension of
embedding in Embedding Layer: 512, Learn-
ing rate: 0.0005, Number of epochs for early
stopping: 50.

Appendix J. Further Discussion

Here is a more detailed discussion of the
study and future perspectives.

What is noteworthy about Experiment 1 is
that HLARIMNT outperformed in a mixed
panel of two ethnic groups. This indicates
that HLARIMNT captured features of the
SNPs without over-fitting a particular eth-
nic group. This characteristic may be use-
ful in practical HLA imputation; For an ac-
curate HLA imputation, a large reference
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Table 13: Confidence intervals for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles in test
data (4)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.591 ± 0.158 0.665 ± 0.138

PPV 0.714 ± 0.182 0.663 ± 0.171
sensitivity 0.483 ± 0.174 0.529 ± 0.174
probability 0.476 ± 0.172 0.486 ± 0.148

T1DGC r2 0.698 ± 0.061 0.711 ± 0.056
PPV 0.829 ± 0.051 0.785 ± 0.059

sensitivity 0.636 ± 0.069 0.628 ± 0.069
probability 0.634 ± 0.069 0.624 ± 0.065

Mixed r2 0.589 ± 0.095 0.667 ± 0.087
PPV 0.727 ± 0.104 0.727 ± 0.095

sensitivity 0.505 ± 0.104 0.572 ± 0.102
probability 0.505 ± 0.103 0.559 ± 0.092

Table 14: Confidence intervals for infre-
quent 4-digit alleles in test
data (5)

DEEP*HLA HLARIMNT
Pan-Asian r2 0.506 ± 0.152 0.569 ± 0.135

PPV 0.800 ± 0.186 0.712 ± 0.165
sensitivity 0.338 ± 0.152 0.454 ± 0.158
probability 0.330 ± 0.146 0.444 ± 0.145

T1DGC r2 0.741 ± 0.058 0.750 ± 0.057
PPV 0.862 ± 0.047 0.821 ± 0.054

sensitivity 0.686 ± 0.067 0.700 ± 0.064
probability 0.683 ± 0.067 0.689 ± 0.061

Mixed r2 0.544 ± 0.092 0.578 ± 0.083
PPV 0.727 ± 0.096 0.775 ± 0.086

sensitivity 0.513 ± 0.100 0.488 ± 0.096
probability 0.504 ± 0.098 0.442 ± 0.084

panel is required. In fact, in Experiment
2, both methods were more accurate with
a larger number of training data. On the
other hand, it is known that the distribu-
tion and and frequency of the HLA alleles
are variable across different ethnic groups
(Gourraud et al., 2014), which results in het-
erogeneity in HLA risk alleles across popula-
tions (Okada et al., 2014). This phenomenon
is seen, for example, in the association be-
tween non-Asp57 in HLA-DQB1 and type1
diabetes (T1D) risk; in Europeans, there is a
strong correlation between these two (Todd
and Beir, 1987; Hu et al., 2015), but not in
Japanese (Kawabata et al., 2009). Therefore,
it is desirable to create large reference panels
for each race. However, to create a large ref-
erence panel, it is necessary to analyze SNPs
of many individuals at high density, which

Figure 7: Average accuracy for 4-digit
alleles in each of the HLA
genes. HLARIMNT outperformed
DEEP*HLA on most genes and
indices for all datasets, though
there were some exceptions de-
pending on the combination of
indices and genes.

is very expensive. In this regard, if we can
use the mixture of reference panels includ-
ing various ethnic groups for training, it will
be possible to perform an accurate HLA im-
putation without performing new SNP se-
quencing to make the reference panel larger.
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Figure 8: Average values of the 4 indices cal-
culated for each allele frequency.
At almost all of the frequen-
cies, the accuracy of HLARIMNT
was equal to or better than
DEEP*HLA. Furthermore, the
advantage of HLARIMNT was
more noticeable at lower frequen-
cies.

HLARIMNT has the potential to meet this
requirement.

What should be mentioned about Experi-
ment 2 is that the superiority of HLARIMNT

was more pronounced with less training data,
regardless of allele frequencies. Basically,
while haplotypes vary by ethnicity, a ref-
erence panel needs to be created for each
race. However, it is expensive to create
a new reference panel for a specific race.
HLARIMNT could solve this problem, by
capturing the characteristics with less data
more accurately.

For these reasons, HLARIMNT is ex-
pected to become a practical deep learn-
ing method for HLA imputation. As men-
tioned in section 1, research over the past
few years has shown that Transformer is use-
ful for sequential data. In addition, this
study strongly suggests that Transformer
may be more useful than conventional meth-
ods, like RNN (Appendix A) as well as
CNN, in the modality of genomic informa-
tion. This should be an opportunity to ex-
periment more with Transformer in the field
of genomics.

However, there are several points that
should be discussed in this study. One is the
small number of individuals (530 individu-
als; 1060 haplotypes) in Pan-Asian reference
panel. In this case, alleles with frequencies
of 0.005 or low are very few, thus accuracy
for them may be unreliable, especially in in-
dices such as probability. In addition, in both
experiments, there were some situations in
which HLARIMNT lacked pronounced pri-
ority or was inferior in PPV, especially for
infrequent alleles. The combination of high
sensitivity and low PPV in infrequent alleles
means that HLARIMNT is finding charac-
teristics of infrequent alleles in many other
alleles. A more detailed analysis of this er-
ror may reveal how HLARIMNT is making
the allele distinction, and it may allow us to
make more accurate imputation models. Fi-
nally, while the advantage of HLARIMNT
has already been amply demonstrated, it
may be possible to evaluate its utility fur-
ther by making test data of different ethnic-

18



HLARIMNT

ity from training data, or by seeing if there
is a difference in accuracy among each SNPs
sequence. In this case, ethnic groups that
are closely related will be selected for train-
ing and test data for appropriate validation,
as there is a large difference in alleles among
ethnicities as mentioned above.
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