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NP AL H AR (single-cell perturbation screening) 1EAIUACHN MY A I EE T H, 75
PR A0 PR A 1 22 R 8 A FLR ML 7 T R 4556 R B E T (2 I STHR [20,45,65,82)). 4HIfIAL T-2has 48
PR AL A [a] vh, HORAS 52 AR DR 4% 5 A A 52 DR 2 i SE R B2 i) (2 WL SCHR (50, 68, 72]). 38556
5t RS € $L8) (WA CRISPR-Cas9 HORMEAT HE K w R, BF 78 N SA BEE 45 7 40 v 76 1) 22 Bk
A& MHA BRI (W00 (82])). BARIFAEFTADIRZSHE W] LA H AR R4, a0 e i) b i 4m i e
REBEREAR N G A0, EE AN B AT AR R T E R AR Ta T (2 WOk [23)).

N T RN HIR R E IR R A 2 [), PRBN TR BOR 2 0C B2 Jl I AR BE R R T (i P g 121
ke U] A MU sARBE R Z T (Ao BFL A&7 651 Fngn i R B4) o 4t kAT kG e 23, ot
FoN D8 I B 050 5 A R IR R YRR, TR IR R A MRS L [A) R e 4Lt R, AR eI BoR th T
S Re I A — B D BRI AR, PR T IRATT R A (R A i B, eAh, BT E RS (A T
BRI R, 48577 150 DA A TH A 221X — 52 4 (P R 48 19 29 A 5% 7Y 2% (1)

EV5|A#&: Fuz C, Yang M, Hou L. A review on single-cell perturbation data analysis (in Chinese). Sci Sin Math, 2025, 55:
1383-1398, doi: 10.1360/SSM-2024-0315

© 2025 (PERE) ZEit www.scichina.com  mathcn.scichina.com


http://doi.org/10.1360/SSM-2024-0315
www.scichina.com
mathcn.scichina.com
mailto:fzc21@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn,~ming-yang@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn,~houl@tsinghua.edu.cn

9155 AR sh B 7

DIRD A — D
CRISPR 5
Knockout TO0T 70 DNA Perturb ATAC-seq
R $°
R s
g CRISPRi rosas? = o CRISPRa m\/\/\
Perturb-seq
mRNA
RNAi @
Perturb CyToF
Pro-Codes
( * A
I
N  $ox
1@ g Perturb CITE-seq
us
ik IIF =me

1 (MBRZE) LEEMHAFEREFARTEER. BHiR@REHIRARE SRS EERNIEEAN
CRISPR-Cas9. #RMERFRA CRISPRa, [ARHEFEYERA CRISPRI, HZI# mRNA FHRHAHMERE
H RNAi, #iff (antibodies). & MMFREZHNMEIEEF (cytokines) ARELNF NS FEH. XLEREH
HIMEATERZEMEBRETHTEMER. B FRARR TN masHX LR e R R, BT OENHR
FEMEL: scATAC-seq ATFIRMZEEFRIAT, scRNA-seq ATFMNE mRNA FRiAKFE, M Pro-Code FTF#M
MENEHEBEKTE, CITE-seq NiBTNESEARESHRFRBEREEARITH

VAR, SEIGH AR T7 R AWk 2 TEAE JEAR X B8 J5) IR AESCIBOR 2 18, 40 M 4R 3 7 ik
BORMR EAEWE TN 72 RENS 7 B A0 /K P L3R5 B2 I 4R (5 B IREEH AR S50 15 B 4 il
(single-cell sequencing) EE, Bem IR AN I BNME B, FF il s gl ) e T ROIR S (58] | JL[X|
ik 1 R R K 19 SR 5 14y FHRE (WL 1), B4k, B SERRUR 9K, AT N A AT A
[F I AL B RST B ANBN S, AT s A RS SRt 1 BT AR AT g

FETHSEITVE R, A h 5 TR FAES) 70 40 N AL OB, A B TR i S
TR AR AS K S RE AR (2 WGk (21,32, 67]). H4i B h B 1 1 S = B S8 AN %00 H
e SR ANTROI 15°), B B R R IR S, AfbT 7 2 Bl TR R P v = 8] (78] BRI 17 | 24 i 4
JRARFS A FZ I 11, 43 A A ARALIAE (601 PR 2RI [R] 22 T Ry A ELATE 1400 17 0000 77 92 D00 T A O i 56 2R W
03] 8 DRI HL2H S R B R4S 61, IRl S B2 ST A 2 ST SR e, B PR R MR AT )
TR AL AR 281 ST RS R R T AN, AT VAL 2 R A 162700 SRORZG M A B 59 4
77 TR AT H S0 TR 5 R N SR R A2 W 26 5 22 T 206 57 2 OR B T 132381 I i 24
TERAEIRIGTT KIS IR B )15

g EPTIR, BN B B IRATTRENS B8 2R G F 2 AN P A 2 PRI R et 4 A A S L) ) B
i, RIS AP 2 B SR T T RERT R4, A LR 2 s AR MEBOR . DA Hde 282 e 3L
IINTTTE, FF4R AR T B SR B B 5 SR AR

2 BUREMEEARSHIE
A R ATACRNE K S B DL Sh B AR HEAT Tl B8, I 4T 32 (0 S 460 SR EL AR A0 4% 1) EL s T B
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Z IR ZER (8).

Perturb-seq %1 Fl CRISP-seq U & HL20 g Pt 2h S50k (BT S e e R, B AT O T FIH
CRISPR &4t (CRISPR pooled screens) #H47 2L K 24, 10 i 76 40 i b 5] AFF 2 I H—5] 5 RNA
(single guide RNA, sgRNA) LLTF-Ht HARKEK T RE. RS sgRNA Gl Jookz o #8 A AURE () 51 F: 568
i (guide barcode), MIMAEN L FEH AT LLE RN 1) sgRNA 2B, ZESEEG h ) XA
Jel it sgRNA B BURL G N AR, 2R 5 85 300 % s B 4 i A i) U PE mRNA M A7 S5 TG )
sgRNA F g ARAE R — M EETERY (cell barcode) FRFATHEESE, B G 3T mi@ &7, XM LB (R
IS A A 4 10 s DR e Bl At n () 25 PR 45 8, AT 2 T 4B s R R D RE AT 40 i S 8. 4R, 3%
SRR AR AE — LERR B AP AK, 0, RS B b, AT RE 2 B IT) 4 208 (template-switching
effect), JLH AR FEIL AL, X 7] g3 BT R 0 SRS DG, AT 52 M 508 (R HERA M. Ie o, 525000
AP EEORR R, sgRNA T HURCR AT EAS T8 4 A — 35, JATT 520 35 (5] Ty R 1R E A 40 AT

CROP-seq "2 & 55— 00 vz N AR, HoAZ O RUHIE T 565% B R4 sgRNA 145 .
£ CROP-seq H', F:4> sgRNA ¥ 1H i A SRR E IR A R T, SRVELE A b A7 B AR 1)
B PN . XA ZBOR AR AT KB 515 RNA SCFE, JF H 5 CRISPR ik i bn i oo
GRS, NTHETH T CRISPR i iR ARG . CROP-seq MIHIIG—24Bkik, 41 sgRNA FHURR
WHE R E A G TR, X AT Re 2520 & PR R A sgRNA 1K 2R 202 Mosaic-seq 77 fil]
T RT3 S G SE DR SRR 2. iZ B AR FIH CRISPR/dCas9 R 41 5] 53R M it 41
PR 1B I R o AR DR A, AT E B4 K B 51 NARRSE B R EALAZ MM, DABIE FEX eG4 0 B[R] %
X HNGH L T BRI Mosaic-seq M) 3= ZEA A AE T H AR 06 75 5 40 L J= 1HI /51 70 5 Hh i A e Mg A% R 42
W%, Jutift 7tk R Rk AL sl sR gt 7 I T A

B TR ) BE R A S Ah, — SRR AT LA B 25020 J5 40 M R 23T ARRAE BT . MIX-seq 41 S — ik
TR 2 &% (single-nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) BEATAIMIAEA /3 #F (demultiplexing) IFA,
AT T EAS [ 40 M B A B4 i 38 AE 25 ) ik R B N ) s AL R s 0. B, adad 455 Al P ne
(cell hashing) AR, MIX-seq A LAk — B IR R SRS AN IR A6 2F, 4niay 7 Ja A 1] s B 24 ) 7] &
4. sci-Plex 6% ¥4 2052 5] (multiplexing) 5 i@ & F 4000 RNA I FAHSE S, F T8 7040 f et &2 Ff
LA B R R ) SR A . sci-Plex (RO AE T 456 B40 0 RNA 7 5 A A MG (nuclear
hashing) [JZHA 25T SRS, @It H AR TR, sci-Plex 7E [7] I 7 SCEE Hot 2 AN sl 26414 T 4
BEAT I, SCENAN[R] S50 AL BE () FFAT 40 A, PR TR RIR A & 1 4l M0 sh Se e il i, (A FaeAIS 1
WP AN G .

FREOR F T RAME RNA W5, SRS 5 R ALE. BT, —EoRgE— R R
G AN 2 H A ER G A, R ANG 1 2 21 2R (R TR R MUBL 4H55). ECCITE-seq [+
F Perturb-CITE-seq M) SZHL T 6 #4564 28 H AT sgRNA FIBEA G, ZI i T 407 52 2308 J5 3L A
FKIEHEAFK I, Perturb-ATAC P8 ¥ CRISPR JEK Tt 5 ATAC-seq (assay for transposase-
accessible chromatin using sequencing) FiARZE G, W 70 HE DA VR #2248 T gL & 51 v Je k. 7RSI G,
FIH ATAC-seq W& 4R G4 €057 FFTBCIRAS IR s2 ), ] $i Ak DR )8 4 A0 G 8 57 245 16 A8 A 1) 1 7 26
fi##hT. Spear-ATAC 18] FI CRISPR-sciATAC B7) S R R ZE 7 5 [R 4 48 5 e 20 5 ] S P 52, 5
Perturb-ATAC AHE, X SRR & 1 S5 & I FFEAC 1 S50 I (] B4R,

PA AR 22 7 iR AR AT DAk — 22 ORI FC SR BN 52 . — 2807 vk 52 S e 2 28 (multiplicity
of infection) 1529 #E—ANGHIH 5] A2 A sgRNA; 575 — 6 38 o 5 FH B A3 ki i £ sl 11 45 791,
H T2 sgRNA 7E[F — 40 230 Cas9 1R M AUEERT 28 &, Rk, — L8 Fi7E4% % (CRISPRI)
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B RNA /P THEE). #ln, CaRPool-seq /732 ) 4K T~ Cas13 #EFE /K L THGRUE. BT
18I BF R AEHE T Cas9 sgRNA #i& FAFERSI, — LU S a6 H Cas12 W —Fsp AR Ab B 2
sgRNA, MM KME S INR AR TN SRR/ (2 003CHR [13,80]). H AT, Cas12 tE 4N T CRISPR fil
B 18], CRISPR #i% (CRISPRa) 22 fll CRISPR #ll#] (CRISPRi) 27 252 Fhfifi s S5

B A I ER Bh R B AN T R F A B R P I K, O — LU I S A RS () PR 2 P e
SEARE, JEX 2 PR AT 255 20T, B, scPerturb U471 #E5 T 44 ANATE 1) SN AR Bh B
£, W T ZFEARRA S, FEot T AR SN R 2 A 30E 2 57, B4E sgRNA 1I5E .
SIERFIBCE . WPIRE . 9IS B DL R AR B i 2 55 . PerturBase (73] 322 T 46 A FFHF
FUHH 122 DMHESE, B 115 MBS EIREM 7 AN ZEAEIESE, WS T 24,254 FEEFE LB
230 FALEIREN, LT 500 J3ANANME, FFRRAL TR R 22 R BRI ERIA A i R RS T
Rear M A SR B AR B 2 A 86 22 Pl 25 B I8 A K AR B 20 P P S e AR 2 o T AL RS &
Mg fit 7 = B S Hr

T R A B AU MR BN () 7 A ik AR b H R, FRA PR S o g A O3 VA AR 5 v
2, HSHRFHER T FIAT RS, R 1, 2 AE 2 R T IX B 7V A O b 2 it 435 SR A4

® 1 BTN ERE
JLD JEDIREE AN /dni iR sl As

DAREA ¥l T B,
Fm ZEm o REZEm FEm M 3
DESeq2 [40] BT AT AR v
edgeR [54] B 53 A AR v
MAST [18] KU A g A v
DESingle [42] KA I AR A
Milo (11 k-NN 43k
MELD [4] BUE S LB 4 TR AR
PENCIL [53] A T ) > SR
scPerturb [47] E fE v
- —BEESUOEATHE o i J
+ Fisher FE A6
Interaction manifold 49 A v v
+ FERAH AR R Fe A
MIMOSCA [15] HAPER 25 [E]19 v v v
scMAGeCK-LR [78] Y= N
scMAGeCK-RRA [78] Frtaie v
MUSIC [17] Ryt v v
GSFA [83] Bayes K747 v
Mixscape [46] WA H R B v
SCEPTRE 13! FAFRENLAS T J
CINEMA-OT [16] B BT v N v
+ mAEHn
PopAlign A A E AT H 5> i J J J

+ Gauss 77 A BAE
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* 2 BN ESE

o o O RERE AR o e AE
=] JETH eSS ] FHABLE PR3N
I T S A ]
+ Markov A%
CellOracle [3536] BEZHETEE X GRN v
scGen [39] 9 BRI N
+ WA E] R A R
pn R A | |
+ X H i s
Graph VCI (76] ARy Bayes [ S J

+ WEERIRY 2]

GEARS [56] Bish Mz + FEEMAERAIR v v
Ay &) Transf ,
scFoundation [24] RERLL a‘uns ornmer ; N, N
HA A R gmidas - s
scGPT [10] Transformer N,
Geneformer (69 Transformer N, N N, N,
GeneCompass (79] Transformer N,
CellPLM [74] Transformer N,
IterPert (28] THE N E3)ES] v
ALFOI 81 B S AR AR R 32 3 % 2 N
HEREFTIESH BT
, e
MAS.T DESed2 ¢ :MAGeCK-LR R
(] (] , s
%dgeR Q B SRIL BB 5347 ’
@ DESingle scMAGeCK-RRA /,
EHERRS ’

\\\

IR E RS ‘ SIS

©® MIMOSCA

GraphVCI  cpA

A
scGen

Interaction
manifold

(¢]
scFoundation

| mmimmERA

° ’ .scPerturb 4 g
4
© WEHRIE ST .
PENCIL ) , ’

4

Geneformer

A

A scGPT
A GeneCompass

CelPLM A

EFTransformerfy

’ REER

B 2 (MEMEE) RERMBESTAERLSE

3 TN ET

AT 54 B 0 S EE A0S RN A DBl S0 2 [ 25 (A% O e . 385 EL R B A i 5 5

4 0 P 2 2

fit, MHGTH . HLEE 2] IR EE S ST R AN SEIE, T DAy 4k DR 4 B8 1) T Ji S
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FRZYIRIVE FIBLA]. A 3 B AR T H A0 RNA 5 e s AL Pl B, AR SR iR R 1
ENRONLAENT TR Y N b 2K R BERRIA . SR Ar « AR 2 R 22 5 20 A« SRBIARMLLE 73 B
ARSI RO M. TR, (a1 A G AR o AR D5 v ke 5 S L

3.1 EREREFTIESH

72 5 R KRR A AT (1 2 A0 e v B BSOS [R] 46 R T A R DRI SRR 7K1, LR R 2 2 AR A0 1)
BEPR. ARy —Fhid FH B o A g, 72 e R SR IE A At )2 R T & R S L A, DA FEAS [R) A ER
A BRIRAS BRSLI0 Ab PR A T (R R R TA AR Ak, (E PR AN MR B HE o A v, 22 S BRI SRR A0 A i 2
BLH bR LW E LB (AR DR bR « 297040 78) 500 ISR A i B PR IR 2, DAHEWT L2006 40 i i)
Al

7 JE KRR A A R QB AP IR A T BB AR A kBRI R L BT IS G I ST IR X £
HATIOR IE, 175 nf AR D RE & AR 0 M S i X e 22 e R A SRR AR . BT S, AT
N R AT DU M 22 A 46 A0 A 22 R IR SR 4T 7 (W0 ¢ A5 Wilcoxon FRAIAR S ) KAt
7 2 R £ RS LR L B 2 75 % Rk, B, it % TR R I (41 Benjamini-Hochberg
B IE \ Bonferroni 2 1E) SRIEHMERFHMEZR. £1%F RNA 5548 ) S8 s . = 2 HUE (over-dispersion) -
EIESMENERZK (zero-inflated) FERHE, CEIT R HZ ML T THT RNA WP A RN RNA 74
a1 7375, BT R BE RS RNA I 5400 HRHAE, R e 8 45 3 SE 4 (1 48 v Th RO BH
PEZR ], 1K LG22 S AR I3 M J7 VI B A AT A2 () g0 () SCIR 44, 64).

DESeq2 10 5 [& RNA I Fp v Hoic (v e B R, A2k T T A0 1)) LR MEARR AL (general-
ized linear model, GLM) K47 25 7 RIE M. DESeq2 BB K HIFIE THEURM 1 —T0050 A, F+50 51
0 ok 258 R AR S ) A PR R 200 A 7 140 U — A K] o 2 A v P v B A 00 R B A 3 A ]
. CEATHIE DR 7 (B U, DESeq2 RAZE5 Bayes (77 S0 IX SU B B HEAT AR, K
PR B Al T HE S B AR R AT 45 G, DA RIRE AR B i 4 A B 5 B0 B U A T AN AR
ENE. ZERFRIAN R E BT Wald 50 EUBA LA IR EAT PEAL. edgeR P4 2 —FhBE T 1 T/ i
B RNA QU PPt A 532, AR 5 DESeq2 8L, (BRI — (LR 7RI . BRI AL 1715
AR AL S EA BT AAL edgeR KA TMM (trimmed mean of M-values) J7 #4715 —14k, il 2 Brik
Uiy FEIXAB ISR B Y IMAUAE K TR AR 8] () 04 72 5, 16 Ab FHRE DR 3 1 /K1 22 S UK R Bt
£ edgeR HINEHUEG T RA Cox-Reid SMISRTTVE, I ERIFF A5 Bayes s, HE T X
AANERTIMIRHUHEZE . (EMRBAGIG T T, B MR LRSS, edgeR IGHR M I T HUISRE) QLF K
(quasi-likelihood F-tests), 25 F& 722 K RF 5 B U Al v I A AN e 1, B G s att) 17 ke P 12 2R

MAST (18 F1 DESingle 2] & &[T HH400 RNA 7 HHE i 2 R RE 7k, #—10%
FE T RIEHHE P RIE B (dropout) AL MAST FF XA (double-hurdle model) H4 K1k %L
P RBHET > (RBRIE) ARy GRIAR). AT EBEHRS, MAST R logistic [BIABET E A,
X T IELEH 7, IR IEASL MR T . MAST [AAERHZL Bayes 177 dCR AR 2L KR 5+
RS HURE, L ALSR HEAS A W L R FEAN [R) 2% 1R T R I 22 e L 2 15 3% . DESingle W2 T FEIK
f1 91 Tl (zero-inflated negative binomial, ZINB) 734f % 2 K I RA THEGE R, JEXTRIALLHI Z R &
Tk 7 S A AN [F) 2RI ) 22 e TS HE TR AT R 46

B o B i R S S, MIMOSCA 191 Fll seMAGeCK (78] 5% 4 45 11 JUJ 33 Fr 28 1k A R 4G 0 22
FRILFER. MIMOSCA K FrEAL J5 1) R ek F By R AR B, BBl bR es S AR R AR R R (i

1388



HERE HeE 55k BT H

HRZS . MR LS /BN EA R, JFlid ElasticNet i8] V9 RBGEATIENIL. Bboh, &5t 4 & Pish 3
5, MIMOSCA R HI 46 28 H.IG ) B2 AR AR i) 1 5 DRI 2 TR AR AH ELAE 90 A B AR FH G 2R AR BL ) 2
RIEEAT T DhEeiERE. seMAGeCK BLHEF /M T RAEL T RRA (robust rank aggregation) 1Al
FETZE MBI LR (linear regression) fid. RRA BEHER AL s 4 RN 2 A TH LB A 1%
BRI FRIAEAEFTA 40 FORRIR, AT 07 it E R ES, VAR IX Se Rk IR 1) 70 L B B AT
G50 AR, A S p (E, R EBAEL (permutation-based test), ffi i€ 1% K & & 5050 &
FAHK. LR By MIMOSCA R4l X A 25k Al [l AT Ze e (B3, (R XA TR A Ly J630H4T IR
W4k, et B e 46 i e tH BLAT B DA RN ) B [R].

3.2 EEERSH

FE 72 S B R Ak A A b, BN M H B B H T AR R SER IR AR « SRBNHOR IR 5 LAR 2 22 = i 5
M), R A R I S i 1 R s M S IR AE. A, FESE RIS B R, SRBNRAE E HARF L3I 40 i
b, XL R F AL AR AN B PR R AT 22 e AR A1 AT I, 38 2 T IR R v Dl A 2 BAR BH P 3R 4L
e P 1) B 5 R DR 2 THT 6 23 BT 5 VAN ], MUUSIC V7] il GSFA 331 7R R (gene module) 5K ¥
(factor) HIJZTH ERHATHRBN RS IHEWT. EATRIBINIAE T R R A A 2 2 i di % v 2 A EE R 2R
AN A R Xof 4 e R 180 3 3o Ty e A A Py e DRI 8 B RIS R B R 7, 7 BT I B one 2 PRI A
sl R 752, AT DLRTHGE vt Tha, s mi it A= 1 2 il vt

MUSIC % T 8 (topic model) XS4 i J& RIS B Hi 33047 o0 M, FLid i B adth « 40 fa i
e UA SR Z AN FE RS 8 7 2, 38Tt T HUah RS HEWT ) G it Dk, R B A T P Al RN ) B
VR RE. TETRAR BRI B, MUSIC K HERE M /775 SAVER 29 SREZARER MFs R vE, it 7
SHARTRIE IR, P2 BRT] BEAETE BN TC B PN AR 24 R (4 . 7E SR B, MUSIC I F 3 A Y,
KA SR ARE— R oG, BN ERPREEIA—A /i, iR LR 24318
IR 5T, REA RN A A R R Rl SE 28 0 A7 FI A Gibbs SRAFE, T LAIRIFSHM - 32 80F1 E T - LR
(1 JE 4 23 A . JE I EE A B 4 i 5 8 R A I AE 32 R840 A B 22 57, MUSIC REWE7E 8= i AL T8 2%
JB7, R A - R JE U6 A HEAT ThER ' AR AT, v AR T BRIERE. b Ah, MUSIC i&T]
DAFEREAS TR0 1 BN BTN AT HERY 2 A sl 2 (] i AR AL

GSFA 5T Bayes K W B EAT 70 4r, FOdad R 23 i 1 g 2ofe 35k DR 20k 6 B 2 i — AN
TE PR Bl 0 — ™ DR - i 2 B, T el 28 M A RO 7E TR 7 5 40 B PR R Bl A 25 B R 2SR GSFA
4399 R PRl - 28 g R FE RN B OB HE B T T IERSTR A FIET IR (spike and slab) b /ol 18t Gibbs
KA BB T R0, BhAh, GSFA Sl B i 44 R 1 J2 T B30 30 280 R 4 31 B A Bk PR KT,
FHRIH LESR J57% 06] $RALR 2 200 55 35 (10 FE D] 38 3o o A0l 5 A s B dis 1 0 A1, GSFA 7R Hi7E
PR RN HET ¥ Ge v Th 807 AR T 22 57 5k DR 30k o v 1 S 35 AR 4.

3.3 WRFEESRIH

BRI A] e 2 DA [ 4 I R 7 B AR RS T A0 i ik, PRl ] DU EE BBl i 48
FE (cell abundance) KEILNRNL. FeBb Ak K752 Sl 40 70 i L 6 B SR SR B i R A A
TCAE T Bl 4RI SRR AN AR VR, AR 7R SRR 4 B SR A B b Bl A m dR ORI AR A, I
IR AT LA AR 75 R 25 (S IOCHR [63]). EIX 5 VA 7 T S 4R E 4H i 2R ul
WERE, FRESI NS B 22 0, HAAE T B A MRS BOR B SRR R O T AR IX - ),
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RANTCETT K — LB TR 5 > B E 5 2] (R 7702, alad EEA R B i J5 72 7 22 1 20 BRI TR Bl
AT S b A R, SEBI T B R R AR R 2 R e

Milo M J& —FpJEF k- JT4F (k-nearest neighbor, k-NN) R0l 40 3= B 22 S 1007 v, &7V ok
FRLZ 0 BSCHE FR N AR ), I o AR N R k- ST AT R ) R 200 AT AR R 5% A &R LA A
ALLIE DRI AR KR AE R A M 2E i, AR R 4 MRS . T JE AER R 1Y) k-NN B rh, sdisd B sont R ZH AT 4R
B2 A AR A o, SRR SR 22 5 1S40 (differential abundance score), PAEALILE
XA AR L RORE . £ ROk, Gt R VA 22 7 R AR W B I, JFEET 2 B IR R IE, DA E
MIRLE TSR AE AN S5 A AR B B35 A2 B2 22 5, AT R e S50 ' 4 O 4 S

MELD W F7VE K PR3 40 H Foos 20 MR Aok B S 2 e AL IR E IR A R A, &5 8 iR T%
5 2 MENE 5 b B SRR B A 0 AR B NT IS 8. BAKTT &, MELD B e R TR S Bk
Xof B2 i e SR A BB AT B A, v A S S B — AMIRZE R AR BRSO B B, RIH IS S 4k
PR B g T, KA A R P S FR AR T B EAT T, AT TE S AN A B AE A R A% 1
TR . 5, i e Eh A 50 IR ML R, v SRR A0 TPl A s R ZH R AR X
ASRAA. X EEAH X AR AE BE 8 #0720 SR SR LW L [X ek B W] e R B P ah 4L slont B4, BAe 4Rzl
RIFEEZE S, AN, WFFUE AR T —FhEE T TSR Z B (vertex frequency clustering, VFC) 5i%
RO SRS TTE. ANTR] T 3 1 e s MG (0 T B SRS, 205 VA PR B SR EL AN 40 B S0 B0 0 25 O 9
AR, X BAMRBI R (50 % AR EE) AR T 23, Wiiior 74 -FE %z
Jt B TEGH ] 5

PENCIL 73] & —Ff % A FE 451024 3] 5iM% (learning with rejection, LWR) M B4 i Hodis iR
| 5 3 SR B SR AR G B A0 M T PR 7 925 2T VR T B 2 ST RORE SR, Bt T B AR A ) T %
SR T &5 PR, AR 268 T 2 e R R OR T 0 I REAT TSR ZE T, /NT45T 0 I P —
SE AR LB TN, AL ZR G PSR PR 458 25 bR s B o L P8 R R SR O A R SRR PR3 1205 7%
FERIPEBIIAR 5% B 4 10 SRR e ] P e e A o i R AT 1 R PRI AR, St 17 AE DB A X R 4 i S e
SRR, ES A T 0T MELD A1 Milo HURE.

3.4 HEhtEMIES TR

MHEE Je 0 ) 2R B v HE W 0 B0 2 T B AR 2 5040 i PI0 2 el 20 A #) — 4> B2 A,
BIF 5T A [R] B RHI B)) 2 TB) RO ARMBLE, mT AR 7 36k DR £ 3 ] B R ade A i o 2 v (R4 . A 2 25409t 8y 2 [
(AR ALY A B T I B A A AL T e R 25 WD A4, D EAE 250 AE 0d ShE Hh (78 22 S SR 2R 2R

DU s B Ju 9, A% 207 R0 T SR Bh 40 M AE 3 100 2 i SR AE 723 8] P ) Pt 5L (centroidss)
Z A) R BR B OR AL S ARANE. SR, X AP iEAN S b0 s, S T RER SN IR 40 7 BT . scPer-
turb 471 $2& H ] E-distance SRAT RSN Z RIFAHE. E-distance #&—F FH T & AN 40 40 2 [] BE
BHgTH R, BURK) E-distance R RSN 1 AR SE AL, SR EATT AT BEEA M R A T
TEEE PSR . B4, scPerturb I TR A AN A S X A 2 (8] ) E-distance, 70 7 AN R H40 0
D FFEAR R ERAE R L, 45 R DIRFEAN R B g b, PRah A M A HE4H i 2 ] () E-distance fA7E 2%
F Tt

JUE A = FE R 22 03T« SRBIARAL: 73 # RE 6 R AT SCHR B RN i) L 245 R, B T 4 bt
AR R, X R TTIRAE AT LB RO AT Th i i 2 Pk, —J7 T, EATR ARG B 5
U R PR AR DR B AR ) D RE ELREIE Rs 5 T T, X TR RN N AN R DA SRR 4 IR A 1
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& (nVrF 2 BRI EEE ), A DL =E B A BE R 08l & SR 4IRS, BXE AN e =
T 73 A Bl 2 TRl AR AL

3.5 BERMPDH

PRI B P AR Z MR RIER (0P ERE  SRIR 564 . AR SE) 4 TBl BN b
R TR Bl R 2 A 7 R AR SRR T B0 AR R R, A BT S B DR SRS RS R A AT

Mixscape 46) £ X5 540 i 4 2 5256 2 Fp ok PRI A R 2=, 2 H T — B IR TP 8N 7 b7 15 1k
PR, B, A T RN E HARY BE (cell cycle phase) fILIRAUN. (batch effects) 1PN 5T I B3
(endoplasmic reticulum stress, ER stress) 2R IR, Mixscape KBRS 4H i ) 2 K 2208 5 1Z 41 i
BRI 20 A0S A 00 ~F- 85 i DRI R AR IR, AT 15 38051 20 P 1) Jmd 300 PR R A SRR AE. (perturbation
signature). B 5, Mixscape IR A H5 73 #T (mixture discriminant analysis) P “PEaNHER" FI4H
. X TR BFRZE, Mixscape #Z | — /NS Gauss IRABAL, WANH 70 K “HRsh kD)
A hzhkier, e <Peahkii Moy i) oA 50 A A — 3 f&Ja, B <Pish s an i
5556t FRAN AT LA, AHEBT R B M. 7EXT ECCITE-seq 304 (143 HTH, Mixscape A R i/ A4t
T =S e L SR AR

CINEMA-OT 16 554 PR J 2 ST R AR AL S 500, 70 5L o P _E e sh R, 1 %%, CINEMA-
OT B2 5> 853 #T (independent component analysis, ICA) J:FIF Chatterjee 2%, KA - A
RIBFERE I NNAEREZE S (RABIR) MSREIAHCHI R, 858, KRS E AL I S AL 4T %,
A R R SR VL C 1) e F S 4l B X (counterfactual cell pairs). 181X 26 [z LA HU%], CINEMA-OT Rt
BEAT B 2 HE AR PN RN A T o T PRl RN AR 21 i BR 28 LA S W [R) A% 8L 73 48 T e v

SCEPTRE 1B £ HH il 7 28 P2 48 5 AR DR 38 AN 2 5 i 66 8] ik PR T e, 30 2 R M 48 B B 25 (R s
MR VR 28 RS (confounding effects). X LEYR AR 3R ] BE 2 TR IE H IR RN, 5™ A= PR 1.
SCEPTRE R H 2 BEHIALAE S (conditional randomization test) FI 5 25 B 7328 B s SR R TR 24 34
L. R TAF AN E) - R, S AR P S AR A A R IR FE R AT logistic [BIH, THEPLBIREAE.
SCEPTRE J& T iZ SN MEZ 0 41 M (P8 FR 2 EAT B AFE (resampling), A2 B — RV HE AW, )5
Xof JER s Bt AN bR 0 20 UL S IR AR Y THERIREN RN 2 {H (z-score). fJE, X E
HFEEAE R 2 (A — MR ¢ 2 ENZE /34 (null distribution), FER EAGEAR Y 2 55 F 51 ik
THER, MR EMEIEG ) p 8. B &AL S, SCEPTRE A AU IE 1l 5% B2 S IR At R R
PR R, FERSTADL S50 M ST Rt Hh 2 30 HE B8 40 R A PH 1 e st R 2 0 Tl 2K

4 TN FE

A H e I8 R AP BIEOAR A I B S e ik, ELAE T RT e A 20 i 28 Y rh il i s I
SR RS G DR B S G B RN R A DI SR (2 ILSCHR [38,55]). AL, 44 H Al
T AN TR AL A 22 2D T, RSB R A DU BEAT SN R A 0 220 (RIS, 240 B i
a0 2 B B R I S M AGIRRAE (2 I SCHR (25,49, 61]), X TS50 R St, 50058 AT BR IR 366 43 £ 2
VB RGNS I N HRAE. H ATPEsh 700 7 210 H AR TT By A 32 05 — 2 Bl pish 2%
87 AR FU S PR R P2 AL B AL ) (R AR ELAT ;. — R TR 50K 5 (R P 3h R AR AL AR, AT A5 2K
WA 5 SER SRUR IS AE (2 I OCHR [55]). XA 7R SE R EE 1 AT B A AW 2 G B A

1391



9155 AR sh B 7

AR FR T BT HRAE T AR SERE AR SRR, DUOB 3 5 5 T ) — AR R R vk AT s

4.1 TN BN AR EY

Gavriilidis 5 21 AR4E ZAFEFR (FUANFAE . THRRAIE . BORSERFIESE) B IR 20 25 S AH K A
TGy NSNS (gene regulatory network, GRN) A6 #% (DL GRN A4cEe . EE T GRN
TR BRI AR B SRR AR (T A il U T R A R 2 s PR B ) 45 BRIk Fh 42K 2
Ab, AT AR FE AT 2 3] (R B SR ARSI 7y Dy o ST Eh Hdls AR AN 5 2] AR R 2 STHR I Y (2 A
SCHR [7,57)), BCAT R AR R A AR 23 ORI T GRN FHSGI6 RN R AR DL R A DARRE AR 2 5
B (Z WOCHR [55)). S22 (932577 sURITVE IR 77 2 UEORT L2 25 Bl ) 2534 (21,32, 55).

(a) FTJE R 48 AL, D-SPIN (331 Y 4t g s A5 Sy — 2EAH LA FH (W B R R A2 P, R it
—/MEFAEA (Markov FEALIZER B HE M 2%) DAHENT 3 RIS 5 SR 2h 2 18] i) PR 4 AH AR A . AR
5, D-SPIN 38 70 i B 1E 58 = E AR B 2 fifd A ) BEE R R AR | Bk BRI Rk i e, 525 B FH e K ABLAR At T
SRAE W PRI AR B 2 [8] DA KSR 5t It 2 2 18] RS2 AE ELAR T R 2. A bGT70K 22 B3I AE e 19 245 4
Wi 7732, D-SPIN ARy — M2 A sl A ] AR i 80 T 4R MR A4 R B SRR S 70 A1 8 D-SPIN S H T
NN E LALLM (PBMCs) 248, D-SPIN Ik 500 Pl 25908 7 28, HdEm 124590
HAEHLH]. BB ET P& F 400 RNA W75, D-SPIN #24t T — AN w i sy, #EBhE
fifp e PRI 425 X 2% 1 48 15 0 i A A M IR A 22 b B ZE WD S LB A2 AEZRE ] 120 A R 4 o e
R 57 B 1 245 0 S N, 4 7 25 PRI ASEER PR 28 I e 75 37 A AR 4 HDIR S

CellOracle [35:36] J& —Fh 3 & Z ARSI IR ) GRN FEARE v B scATAC-seq #5271
155 T8 S scRNA-seq Bn 4l o, M T 404K 7 (1) GRN B CellOracle W] RASE T RIS
T IHaN, B 4E MRS AR AL, JF B BOWL R /X Se AR A FE AR M a2 (] B s, E LR R, e
FE /N BRI 2 ()38 I DA R R 5 f2 () B I AR TR 3eiE 1 RS s R 1P sl i 5 U 4E B R AR 4K 64k,
CellOracle F&HE 7% 5 LIRS )5 SR B 1 VRN BRAR, so ik 1 AR Gt TIREE 22 SIS AL <JaAEY 1)
R, SR S R A AL A AT AR, AR UL o B B A 1R I R, BT N
).

(b) EAA AL, scGen B9 2 — TP FH AL 43 B S i 38 7598 £ 2 (8] P EAT 1) I AR A, DA
TR A BT B ) SN . 1% 07 AR AETEAEARYE 2 (8] b, E 45l 51 S R 4 M i L A7 AE AR SC R, FT LAS
P i 4k A M e A PR R AR K. scGen 78 TIN5 T 78 MBS VR0 KIS 52 00 777 THD e 00 H DB )
PERE, JCHJEAE PBMCs % IFN-8 HH SR T b, FCRU0 vk RE R 1 A% G R 2 VERE Y | S5 AR o
I Gt i 25 FAE OO BT 45 scGen FAZ oL 35 7E T~ B 470 41 400 i 258 2R RN 00 oo R e PRI DI B S B2 ARFALE,
B ER SRR B 050, i BRI BAE H B 1) AT A AT 21 78 70 k.

CPA B8] (HABN A hD35) 1830 BT G ith 25 HE JE7E 1 7E 25 (0] vh 4R 25 P 30 A0 240 BCR 7 1)
N, DA R 2L R R 29I B i 1k (O TR B 7). CPA 454 1 2R ML 1 ml A ik 5 TR R 2 ST 1R R
P, BERSAEAR W (7005 . SRR L IR ORI Rl Bt AT . KA R RUAS chemCPA 1261 5N T #k
B, I ORISR R FF 0N o T AT G B, SR TN S B ARAS AL S WD R B RN R RRA
MultiCPA B0 JU 2 & 2 W25 Hcdfs, ) FH 20 LA 1R 5040 R 0 >R 2 S A0SR0 S 240 B 3 e 2. 72 4045 45
TR J5 1, CPA REWE I I A A () B AN B K (1) 25 W BREE RV AH &, fEHEXRT 2 S PR Bh A5 T IR &R,
T Joriske 245 49 M1 DR AT 9 1 SR 56 5 T R BB IE

Graph VCIUS 55 T IR E RN % S FIAE 51 Bayes [FIRHEWT, 2 SR MM B[R ZAL 5, JEHET
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PR PRI 207 A GRIN SR B 20 B AR e (1 A2 2052 F000, 35t i 7 B ke 5 i AT
FERE, A RS BER AR RSO0 R . AXHELLIE 5] N T —FhAad@ i it vk 4%, H T8 80l ih i brih
BN, I T2 925, Graph VCI JEIN T ZEANAGH ML H0 2 T 77 1hT, AHBLT DA TR B2 2 ST AL
EEMH.

GEARS [0 (P35 5L RIS AN HIEAUES ) 456 1 BIMh M2 AL - JER5C R AR ERE, B
U2 P 5ok B 5 R AN 22 5 DRI B () 8 S S 2. i T VE NI FH R - Perturb-seq FOERE, dl I A= 1 S6 50 AN
PR SRS RN, 2 ) DR 3Rk S ZL RIAAA (gene ontology) 15 .. GEARS i I 28 X 25 il
PEABIUTHE R B M5, IR & 2 R RN G AT IS 2L K (A 4, TR H0 30 ) 200 B 1 26 R 08 . 7 S B
H1, GEARS B OUB A1 RE, AR SR B P ARELT CPA #2151 40% HIRGHANE, 76 T 4 b
FHELAE PSS A vhAH ELAE R B 10 ANJEDRIDNT IS, T A a0 i A2 AR 7751 2 5.

(c) 7T Transformer ZEAFIFERIAEAY . scFoundation 4 (XK xTrimoscFoundation) #&— /M4
1 ACZ B A O ZpAa B 1585 5,000 5S4 RNA Ha Il 2 i, 5 17 K4 20,000
AR AT S O TN 259 [ N 22 #2) DeepCDR (deep cancer drug response) PA & SCAD
(single cell drug response prediction framework by integrating adversarial domain adaptation) FHZH 4,
PAFRTE 1C50 fE HE W RN B0 i 25 D BURME (sensitivity) I A PERE. FLMUER R XTFR Transformer 42
K BEE AT RO P A R A0 28 T SRS T B R A B 2% 5 2R scFoundation AMYAE Jk PR 2 ik #4410
(read-depth enhancement) 24400 BTN . BEL20 f 245 W . 43 SR ERAT 55 h o 1 sLiBkMERE, 1L R g it
AT B B RS TN o 200 B S A R A e PR AR A M 25

scGPT 0 2 — AT 3,300 7420 A ) B 2 o L At Y . A6 A e )11 25 Transformer £7
AR, REMEAE R AE X b SEB E = UL, AT 2 B PG 20 25 R 5 Ak R AT ) 1) 2 A ELAE . seGPT
LD EFEASES] (few shot learning) K27 3] BUA SLIREE, FHAEAR VLI IS0 251 HERH T 2 P
Rk, scGPT MU IR 1 78 FE D5 i T 77 T A AR 75 PR RE, A& RERS TR H BE 8 7 A 4 8 4IRS B4R
AT BT, seGPT /] ML DAIPRAT & Fb T AT 55, BG40 Rk . 2R & Mk
AT 9 265 HE TS5, ANTTT 248 P A= 5 Bt S (G L P A2 0 25 DL i

Geneformer (09 & —Ffi 33 55 T ML AT A 2 ST HOR VR B 2% SRR JHOWg PR ot o 2 S 4H 3
I A g B A M A DR HE e s, Dy B4 e AR A T ARSI R, R R A LR R 4
3,000 J3ANAN [ 2H 23 AN EH i 2 1 N IS B2 e e Sy 2 B0 A T T 2, DA ST e 25 K] I 26 ) 25 (1) 2 Al
BB AR AE TR ZRB BOR FH 56 45 B D7 30, AERSEBY AR B B h bt | I 2% [ R 4, I
THER IR R 1 X JE R 25 Zh 25 A% R E B . B )5, Geneformer 7] DAFE /D8 HIAE 555 2 L
P EREATRON, EH T ARG | AR AERE . BRI s R PN SEAE A 2 AT 55, Geneformer
5 ) T AR A R ) I 00, 0 2 L0 T 98 B DA SR EBURE A F) i PR AT 7. e 7EAH SRAT 55 A i,
Geneformer 275 1 TIAERG 1, H R IhHAE QNS (cardiomyopathy) F 95 H 1R 1) H 38 7E 176 77 4
R, I SCHE Y R T SR T R R R IR B T A T A

GeneCompass ") & —Fh G K AR IKS) L ES V) R SL ALY 5 78 AT AR 1k oA L5 ) ik DR 4%
B 2B L T 1.2 A2 N85 /0 B 540 i 2 S AHL KA AT 0N 25, FIH 12 J2 A8 e 3 e A
1 AN SEE IR R BAR G, FETTIZEM B, GeneCompass G 7 A3EE 311 741 JER LR
LS BRI G IGAT BN S R T RE R DRI 0C RAE NI 4 Ao e B il adad B i 77 =0m
RN i PRI 28 R B SRR AN AE B — W0 R i) 22 AT 55 b R I 0 T B S S BE R R g 1k e, T L
I 7 R LRI FEIRET T 0], By BR AR DR Y A LA AN 245 04 ORI B T

CellPLM [ & —7Fh S 3t (1) B i T SRR, 1 5 1 RIS 5 BB B s Eh &2 50, (BAEVeT A5t
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B s A B B Re RUEAT TR, 2R A AL E R (token), TIHAHZIMAER) T, B EHIHE
SRR D¢ 2R, S AL S8 HE T HE R A P A J5 VAN, CellPLIM ) FH 25 [ 73 7 10 2 s 2H Bt ok
FESRXT AN R SCHI B, IFTIN Gauss VG SeT0 70 Af ARG Bdh A R ELR A RO Ph R, XA 7%
AMUAE Z P RUHAT S5 R I €, T ELAHE R T 2 2 4 &, 1A B T EE A TN ZRBARLER 100 i (80UR.
IEAh, CellPLM 7E %% [A] 21 27 i 8 v R 30 EH T 70, e i) o A AL 3 22 400 o ) 5 28 0 23 )5 U5 20 R 7 T

FEAN TR BRI P03 %% L T A 2 BT 58 o, % A5 2R A ) 7 9 10 S 3 5 HA 7 V04T 1 /T B
B BN, GEARS £ M B8 B R XUCES (RSN AT 20 07 22 e BRI, L7 %2 BE LT T GRN
J7EH) CellOracle MR AR RABIAL CPA. 534b, scGPT £ T BT A 2 PR A 22 53t 3 1k 2k R f 26 A2
PR, 5 SRR IE R R IE AR Pearson AHICHE & T GEARS. b4k, scFoundation 456 1 H S 5
GEARS, fERIEFRIFXIE R LB 77 1% % B WAL T 561 GEARS AL, SR, X L6 LU BLHT L TRF
SE BRI ST VG, AR S0 5 (VA R AR AE 22 57, PT RE A LA 4 T B o AR AU AE AN [T 25
L.

AN TR IR o iy N HHE S 1R ) SR AN S T 3 St BT AN, 1, CellOracle 5 %2 [ 8] scRNA-
seq A1 scATAC-seq {F M AKE, 110Kk 2 B AR AL 2 scRNA-seq MILZNEHE. GEARS 5
FC R B, T EAE R TSR R B Gk, TIOIUANEE T bulk BHE ISR, T CPA KT
Transformer AT N GEWS TR EAEI M R, chemCPA 1] LATE bulk H¥E F 12k G #4713 — 5 1
. b, AR IR0 TSR B IR R SR AT BT AN [R], DRIAE 7 Ve 56 75 25 & 2% P& B S8 AL 0t
SR AT R

4.2 FUMMEIATIOHIRIESLRA A

IterPert 128 J& —FhGIRT I L322 I T7%, BAEMRAL Perturb-seq SE3HHLal AL HE, LSO IRAER
PR BEUE T EAT T 2 SEg ot kAR, fESEEe b, i TR RSB A SRR R, e T A A
SERR. N l"ﬂﬁ, TIterPert $&H 7 — Mk vk it Perturb-seq SEEG. e R HBA AR R
AN ST PR rh e P i BB BAME B P0ED, TR Rt /N 2 VG ][RI CR A0S ARSI 21 B4 5 B i
FRHERR TR X M7V T PR PR A L, BRRTIE I <A BRIE T E8h2: 2], FEE ST,
SIS A ORI IR S50 A DL Sh BUR AR 52 2 1 P2 4% B A IS TRJBR 1) TterPert FA A48 e 4 Y R RIAR
CRISPRi Perturb-seq FHaEM M TFE RS B TIGIUE. 5 R ER, 5HAN LML, TterPert BEW
FEASE Y BE /D B SR B6 R A7 150 T 328 BIAH AL B TGRS 2. SX 3B TterPert fE45-F Perturb-seq SEIR BT
T3 T AT AR, Rl AR SR BRSO T

ALFOI181 (active learning for optimal intervention) %#%EF%I@]%"E%H%’ H A e sh
27 ) R ROR T Y BES B LA BN J 20 AT M5 TROUI I 22 S O DB w16 75 v B AR RT 73 e 2 1)
P (1) 8 A AAS RIS 3RAT B REA SR 5 22 (model belief); (2) il A @ AR AL — AN SR
BRBEFE T — MRS DIRIUREA, T R T e A RESR L0 T B 85 R B A MM E IR 2. X —3k
Bk LA PR AT o 5, e, AR EE T H AT AR F R R S5 K Bayes 10467572, ALFOI
FELLT T THBEAT 140 (1) AL A B ME, T A2 B A AR G (2) B IS BUE 43, T
AR EHET REZ). ALFOL & H T2 iyt an2ERI2 7 4 B g A . LI AR 4 1) S s )
SARARACHIE T P I THAE, JUHAE AL B S PUah N I €, a2 & AU AG B SRERAiE
BR, F b ERARIOL O K Bt i i A B I, ALFOT (IERBLIL T B IbRiE ik, RERS 7R/ E RS 4N
POk e A b SEB AR 4R B Rt
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5 HR5RE

REFRRGSEE T 4 HT AP B AR R S = A 8, A58 Perturb-seq, CROP-seq Al
MIX-seq 5. XLEEFAREE S T CRISPR B0k 5 S A M Fe, Dyt 2 R4 . g RS i A2 A
24 85 R A ) A AR R T AT T ARG AT RE 7. FRATEE— BN T B S B R A AT T
1%, I MUSIC, GSFA il scGen 5. IXE87590 5 HARFth, MIE T Gr e vt HEWORITE 78 2 18] 25 > (AR Y,
B EPA T ) REESE SRS S AL St 77 v, o BR85S B g by AR Tl S 1t 1 2 FE AL
T H.

RPN BARMEE 73 M T EAEAR RS BAT T R B R JERT . H %6, BORIIRTHR A BT I
A TTEER R R, 5 0] 2 A5 B 2 A 25 43 3 T7 TR R BSeide. A A H0R 32 228 vh T A8 B8 O ic 4,
e ATEE Bl 476 S 0 B AE ZhaS R E R iR I 2 A8 Ak Ak, A R SR = KB . 2 L GhIm A (]
I3 WA S T e AR RRAE, X PR T FRAT T A PR ZS A2 0 E R BILAR AR IR N BERAE. AR SRe 1) SR 4t PR
AR A 2R E R 24T R B, BN LL Perturb-Map M SRR BLHTHA, ¥t ah 5230
e AL SR EE &, A BAE AL 2R T B A T 48 7= A0 R HR BN e 2. E T I S 7 1T, RS I H
41 The Lifetime Consortia P K445 K & 5503 A 5C 1 20 2% 554 B2 U8, HE 20 B 40 M P 3 B TE 5500 it
o AYIF R ANIRIE RN . eAh, @R R — AN KA AN S B (perturbation cell atlas) (5%
AT LLS AT ARG EE (human cell atlas, HCA) P21 BE4T 454 it — DR BE3RA T 41 A P24 1)
IRZNERAR, FEBEWIRTT A2 T I 2 L 58 ks HE 1 S .

FES BN RS AR 7 T8, TN 40 M PR3 B ) v e 7 B &SRR AR R 3R, ane] B wh gk 47 R 2R 2
STUAR A B IE P S ST 2 (B AR NI T ). BRS8N T, V7 22 B M IpLAR 2 ) L IR
JEE 2 21 7 DA SO R At R O L L R 9 7, (RSS2 ) R g P R < o A 4 25 v P o () Rk
TR — LI UE AR AL, BRI, SR TSR I ] AR PN A2 R KA 70 B EE . SEh KBRS A | (RIS
LR 2] L 5HEY S5 iR R G, BTN 53 A BE S A I TN RS 0 A [R) 40 SR A 20, 58 1R AH
FRAL A L

S, B Eh BRSSO E R R ee i, O IRAT B R A R AE PSR T IR 24T N
RMENFEREE. FEE AR KK AN IR H T+, X — s R 7 259
WE R S HeAth A= 5 2 v R v R FE R A E L, D SR EAG TR T B 58 R S A Al

Huft B 1 @3 BioRender.com #]4%.
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A review on single-cell perturbation data analysis

Zich
Abs

u Fu, Ming Yang & Lin Hou

tract Single-cell perturbation technologies combine external perturbations, such as gene editing or drug

screening, with single-cell sequencing, providing detailed molecular profiles of cellular responses at single-cell res-

oluti

on. Computational analysis of these data aids in uncovering gene regulatory networks and drug mechanisms,

as well as predicting the potential effects of unobserved gene or drug combinations. This review summarizes key

singl

e-cell perturbation technologies and highlights a growing range of methods for interpreting and predicting

perturbation effects, extending from classical statistical models to machine learning and deep learning approaches.
We also discuss the challenges and prospects, including perturbation atlases, multi-omics, spatial data, and causal
learning.
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