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Abstract
Recent breakthroughs in single-cell technology
have ushered in unparalleled opportunities to de-
code the molecular intricacy of intricate biolog-
ical systems, especially those linked to diseases
unique to humans. However, these progressions
have also ushered in novel obstacles—specifically,
the efficient annotation of extensive, long-tailed
single-cell data pertaining to disease conditions. To
effectively surmount this challenge, we introduce
Celler, a state-of-the-art generative pre-training
model crafted specifically for the annotation of
single-cell data. Celler incorporates two ground-
breaking elements: First, we introduced the Gaus-
sian Inflation (GInf) Loss function. By dynami-
cally adjusting sample weights, GInf Loss signif-
icantly enhances the model’s ability to learn from
rare categories while reducing the risk of over-
fitting for common categories. Secondly, we in-
troduce an innovative Hard Data Mining (HDM)
strategy into the training process, specifically tar-
geting the challenging-to-learn minority data sam-
ples, which significantly improved the model’s
predictive accuracy. Additionally, to further ad-
vance research in this field, we have constructed
a large-scale single-cell dataset: Celler-75, which
encompasses 40 million cells distributed across
80 human tissues and 75 specific diseases. This
dataset provides critical support for comprehen-
sively exploring the potential of single-cell tech-
nology in disease research. Our code is available
at https://github.com/AI4science-ym/HiCeller.

1 Introduction
Single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq) is a technique that
reveals differences in gene expression and cellular functional
heterogeneity among different cells by studying intracellular
transcript (mRNA) expression at the single-cell level [Grab-
ski and Irizarry, 2022]. The rapid development of single-cell
RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq) technology has greatly im-
proved our understanding of cellular heterogeneity and dis-
ease mechanisms [Lukassen et al., 2020; He et al., 2020;

Figure 1: Long-Tail Data Distribution

McDavid et al., 2013], making it possible to accurately char-
acterise different cell types at the single-cell level [Plass et al.,
2018; Cao et al., 2019; Schaum et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2020;
Pliner et al., 2019]. Compared with traditional cluster-level
transcriptome sequencing, single-cell transcriptome sequenc-
ing provides more accurate gene expression information for
each cell, thus solving the problem of averaging effect due to
cell mixing in cluster-level sequencing [Huang et al., 2021;
Tarashansky et al., 2021]. However, the explosion in the
amount of single-cell data also poses significant challenges,
especially in data annotation. When dealing with large-scale
data, traditional manual annotation methods are not only
time-consuming and labour-intensive due to their reliance on
manual operations, but also the manual methods are particu-
larly cumbersome and error-prone.

Due to the high dimensionality of mRNA data, traditional
machine learning methods are typically limited to captur-
ing linear features during the dimensionality reduction pro-
cess, making it challenging to account for the intrinsic as-
sociations within RNA expression data and the nonlinear
expression characteristics across different cells [Pasquini et
al., 2021]. To address this limitation, researchers in re-
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cent years have introduced large language models, align-
ing the conceptual framework of transcriptomic data with
that of natural language data [Ganin and Lempitsky, 2015;
Zhang et al., 2010]. For example, some state-of-the-art ge-
nomic language models (GLMs), such as scBERT [Yang et
al., 2022], scGPT [Cui et al., 2023], CellPLM [Wen et al.,
2023], Geneformer [Theodoris et al., 2023] and tGPT [Shen
et al., 2023], are specifically designed for single-cell data
designed as pre-trained models. These models treat genes
as tokens (words), randomly mask some non-zero gene ex-
pression values and make predictions based on the remain-
ing data, thus effectively capturing complex relationships be-
tween genes and improving cell representation.

Nevertheless, the methods outlined earlier exhibit certain
limitations in deeply deciphering the molecular mechanisms
of these diseases. This is mainly due to the fact that the num-
ber of disease-related cells is typically vastly outnumbered
by normal tissue cells, causing the data to exhibit marked
long-tail distribution characteristics. This is particularly pro-
nounced in the investigation of complex diseases such as can-
cer, where certain pivotal cells or genes may be underrepre-
sented, impeding the model’s ability to effectively apprehend
critical information. As shown in Figure 1, in the cell ap-
pearance of the lung organ of a patient with lung cancer, the
proportion of lung cancer cells is only 0.92%. In this case, the
attention to diseased cells in the above model training may be
diluted by a large number of normal cells, thereby weakening
the recognition ability of these key cells, and even possibly
distorting our understanding of disease mechanisms.

To address this issue, we propose Gaussian Inflation (GInf)
Loss, a loss function specifically designed for long-tailed
data, which aims to enhance the model’s sensitivity to rare
categories. GInf Loss dynamically increases the feature
weights of individual data instances from tail categories in
a Gaussian distribution pattern, based on the size of the
category data in the dynamic space. This approach be-
nignly adjusts the balance between positive and negative sam-
ple weights in the feature space, effectively mitigating the
model’s learning deficiencies in handling rare cell types. As
a result, the network is better able to focus on diseased cells
and their associated genes.

In addition, we propose a Hard Data Mining (HDM) train-
ing strategy for difficult sample mining. This strategy utilizes
the model’s final output classification confidence as an eval-
uation metric, defining misclassified samples with high con-
fidence as difficult samples. During training, additional at-
tention is given to these difficult samples by increasing their
training iterations, thereby enhancing the overall accuracy of
the model.

In the course of our in-depth exploration in this field, we
have not only proposed novel methods but also constructed
a large-scale private dataset, Celler-75. This dataset boasts
an unparalleled volume, comprising 40 million annotated cell
samples, covering 80 types of human tissues and 75 specific
diseases. To the best of our knowledge, the scale, depth,
and breadth of this dataset far surpass any publicly avail-
able datasets at present. For instance, when compared to
public datasets such as Multiple Sclerosis (MS) [Schirmer
et al., 2019] and human pancreas (hPancreas) [Chen et al.,

2023], the difference in data volume becomes evident. The
MS dataset contains only 13,468 cell samples in its training
set and 7,000 in its test set. Similarly, the hPancreas dataset
includes only 10,600 cell samples in its training set and just
4,218 in its test set.

Overall, our contributions are listed below:
• We have developed the largest known single-cell dataset

based on human disease tissues, which includes 75 types
of human diseases, containing over 40 million cells and
over 9 million genes.

• We introduced GInf Loss to address the long-tail distribu-
tion in disease data, enabling the model to focus on rare
disease cell types and specific genes.

• By introducing the Hard Data Mining (HDM) training
strategy, the overall performance of the model has been im-
proved.

2 Related works
2.1 Genomic Language Model
This work focus on applying large-scale model technology in
the single-cell domain, expanding sc-RNAseq data, and de-
signing experiments to achieve cell annotation.

A notable contribution in this field is scBERT [Yang et
al., 2022], which employs a multi-layer Performer to pre-
train scRNAseq data, followed by fine-tuning to adapt to var-
ious downstream tasks. Building on this foundation, the work
by xTrimoGene [Gong et al., 2023] enhanced scBERT with
two key improvements: pruning zero-expression genes and
refining the expression binning strategy through automatic
discretization. These modifications significantly boosted the
model’s scalability and feature resolution. The latest preprint,
scGPT [Cui et al., 2023], introduced a variant of masked lan-
guage modeling that mimics autoregressive generation in nat-
ural language processing, iteratively predicting masked genes
based on the model’s confidence. In contrast, CellPLM [Wen
et al., 2023] proposes a pretraining method for cell language
models that goes beyond single cells. CellPLM not only cap-
tures the gene expression patterns within individual cells but
also considers the interactions between cells and the tissue
structure, thereby providing a more comprehensive under-
standing of cellular functions. These innovative approaches
open new avenues for single-cell omics research, advancing
our understanding of cellular functions.

2.2 Long-Tail for Classification
Resampling and Reweighting In the real world, data often
follow a long-tailed distribution, which can pose challenges
to the classifier. To mitigate data imbalance, directly under
or up sampling[Chawla et al., 2002; He and Garcia, 2009;
Zhong et al., 2016; Buda et al., 2018] the training instance
based on the relation of class size is a straightforward method
which drives us to repeat the learning tail instance and ignore
the learning of head classes. Reweighting assigns loss func-
tions to the sample of different class and adjusts the effect of
label frequency on the loss function.

Integrated Learning Ensemble learning methods have
demonstrated outstanding performance in addressing long-
tailed classification tasks. Researchers leverage individual



expert modules to capture the distribution characteristics of
different data groups, subsequently combining the learning
outcomes from each expert module. During the training
phase, these expert modules operate independently, avoiding
mutual interference and enabling focused and efficient learn-
ing. Expert-based ensemble strategies, such as BBN [Zhou et
al., 2020] and RIDE [Zhang et al., 2020], not only allow the
model to focus more effectively on learning from tail data but
also enhance its overall performance.

3 Methods
Cellular annotation is an important step in single-cell tran-
scriptome analysis, which aims to infer the type, state, or
function of each cell based on the gene expression profile of
a single cell [Moffitt et al., 2018; Brbić et al., 2020]. Fun-
damentally, cellular annotation involves inferring cell types
through the expression of specific marker genes [Cao et
al., 2020]. For example, CD3D/CD3E is used to label T
cells, CD19 is used to label B cells, CD68 is used to label
macrophages, and ACTA2 is used to label myofibroblasts.
Through Differential Expressed Genes (DEG) analysis, genes
that are highly specifically expressed in each cell subpopula-
tion are found and annotated with known marker genes. For
single-cell transcriptome analysis, dimensionality reduction
(e.g., PCA, t-SNE, UMAP) and clustering (e.g., Louvain, Lei-
den’s algorithm) methods are commonly used to cluster cells
with similar expression patterns into one group [Zhang et al.,
2019]. Differentially expressed genes in each cluster are an-
alyzed and annotated in combination with marker genes and
databases.

In order to cope with the high dimensionality and intri-
cate relationships of mRNA data, we propose the Genomic
Language Model (GLM) pre-training model, which is unsu-
pervisly traind on our constructed dataset to learn the rich
gene interrelationships, and considering the long-tailed dis-
tribution of the data and the imbalance of the data, we incor-
porate the “GInf” loss function and HDM, and the details of
the implementation are shown in the following sections.

3.1 Pretraining Process
We developed the GLM, which integrates data processing
concepts from large language models [Zhang et al., 2010;
Goldberg, 2017; Amodio et al., 2019] into its framework dur-
ing the pretraining phase. Specifically, in single-cell tran-
scriptomic data, each gene’s expression value represents its
unique role in cellular function and state, akin to the semantic
representation of tokens in language models. Consequently,
we redefined the basic units of single-cell transcriptomic data
as conceptual structures within a language model framework.
Each gene expression value is treated as the smallest data unit,
analogous to a token in language models—a fundamental unit
with independent semantics. Furthermore, we conceptualize
a cell, defined by the expression values of all its genes, as
equivalent to a sentence in language models. In large lan-
guage models, sentences are structural units composed of a
series of tokens that convey contextual relationships and over-
all semantics. Similarly, in the GLM, cells are functional
units formed by the combination of gene expression values,
reflecting their intrinsic associations and overall functions.

We referenced the methods in scGPT [Cui et al., 2023] and
assigned a unique integer ID to each gene in the gene dictio-
nary. This allows us to represent the gene expression profiles
of each cell as a vector

Cg[i] =
[
id(g

[i]
1 ), id(g

[i]
2 ), . . .

]
(i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Here, g represents the gene, and i is the index of the gene, To
avoid scale differences between different batches of data, we
adopted a binning technique. We discretized the data from the
same batch into continuous intervals [bk, bk+1],where k ∈
{1, . . . , n}. Thus, different data points within the same in-
terval were ultimately assigned the same integer value, effec-
tively mitigating the impact of batch effects [Haghverdi et al.,
2018; Tran et al., 2020] on model training.

Subsequently, we converted the gene names and gene ex-
pression values into embgene and embvalue through the tra-
ditional embedding layer. Here, embgene is analogous to the
positional encoding information in large models. These em-
beddings, along with other conditional information, consti-
tute the model’s input. The detailed data processing workflow
is shown in Figure 2.

During the pre-training stage, we incorporated Trans-
former modules fortified with a multi-head attention mech-
anism to amplify the model’s proficiency in recognizing the
interdependencies among distinct genes. Capitalizing on the
widely-used unsupervised masked training scheme, we inten-
tionally masked 15% of the gene expression values in a ran-
dom fashion. Following this, we deployed a multilayer per-
ceptron network to predict these obscured values. The op-
timization process served to further enhance the model’s ef-
ficacy, particularly through the application of the GInf loss
function and repetitive training on samples that were misclas-
sified with high confidence.

3.2 Long-Tailed Single-Cell Annotation
To better explore single-cell spatiotemporal omics, the most
fundamental task is to annotate single cells. In the upstream
unsupervised stage, the gene language model learns from
massive unlabeled single-cell data via context masking, en-
abling accurate feature extraction from mRNA data. In the
downstream task of cell annotation, the problem is trans-
formed into a supervised data classification problem. How-
ever, due to the unique nature of diseases, even within dis-
eased tissues or organs, the number of diseased cells is signif-
icantly smaller than the number of normal cells. Accurately
annotating diseased cells, however, is critically important for
related research. This long-tailed data distribution further in-
creases the difficulty of cell annotation.

Traditional Definition: Cross-Entropy Loss
We denote the training set containing n samples as D =
{xi, yi}, where xi represents the i-th cell sample and yi rep-
resents its corresponding annotation. For the definition of tra-
ditional tasks, this process can effectively be simplified into a
classification deep learning task. the classifier of choice is the
structurally simple VGG network [Tammina, 2019], where
we only need to extract features using a well-trained single-
cell GLM to extract the feature map of cell xi, and then input
these features into a classifier represented by ψ to calculate



Figure 2: Schematic diagram of the model introduced structure, where PE is the Position Encoder, TE is the Token Embedding, and EV is
the Embedding Vector.

the predicted logit of classifying xi into category j, as shown
in the following Equation 1:

zij = ψj(GLM(xi)). (1)

The predicted probability of classifying xi into category j,
with C denoting the total number of categories, is defined by
passing the logit zij through a Softmax function, as shown in
Equation 2:

pj(Xi;ψ) =
exp(zij)∑C
l=1 exp(zij)

. (2)

Cross-entropy is commonly used as the loss function, as
shown in Equation 3. However, this large language model
approach based on the Cross-Entropy (CE) loss function [Cui
et al., 2023; Yang et al., 2022; Wen et al., 2023] tends to
cause the model to focus a significant amount of attention on
the head classes during training due to data imbalance issues.
This results in overfitting of the head classes and underfitting
of the tail classes, ultimately leading to suboptimal cell anno-
tation results.

Lentropy(zij) = −
c∑

j=1

yi log(pj(Xi;ψ)). (3)

Gaussian Inflation Loss for Long-tail Distribution
Further, we consider that in human diseases, the number of
diseased cells is relatively small compared to the number of
normal cells, and even within the organs of affected individ-
uals, diseased cells usually represent only a small fraction of
the dataset.Since the cells of interest are located in the tails of
the distribution, it is difficult for the network to focus on these
tail categories, leading to a serious long-tail problem. To al-
leviate the above-mentioned problem, a feasible solution is to
reduce the negative sample gradients imposed by head classes
on tail classes. Therefore, we propose Gaussian Inflation
Loss (GInf Loss) as a solution. By referring to and drawing
inspiration from some reweighting methods [Li et al., 2022;
Wang et al., 2021], we derive the GInf loss based on the CE
loss as the fundamental paradigm, as shown in Equation 4.

L̃GInf(zij) = −
c∑

j=1

yi log(p̃j(Xi;ψ)). (4)

The GInf loss is derived by optimizing the Softmax func-
tion and adjusting the hyperparameters Nj of different cate-
gories, forcing the network to pay more attention to tail cat-
egories and promoting their convergence. Additionally, the
logit variable ψ predicted by the network is modified to zinfij ,
as shown in Equation 5.

p̃j(Xi;ψ) =
Nj exp(z

inf
ij )∑c

l ̸=j Nl exp(z
inf
il ) +Nj exp(z

inf
ij )

. (5)

The soul of our methed GInf Loss is zinfij , which is Equa-
tion 6. To explain the underlying principle, we plot Figure 3.
From the figure 3, it can be observed that in the feature space
of logits, we aim to use a Gaussian distribution to enlarge the
spatial proportion occupied by individual instances of tail cat-
egories, thereby balancing the overall proportion occupied by
head categories in the feature space.

zinfij = zij +∆δI. (6)

where I ∼ N (µ,Σ) is infaction sample from Gaussian dis-
tribution and µ is the mean vector and Σ is the convariance
matrix, ∆δ is a parameter which is used to adjust the ampli-
tude of inflation and we control it to a very small number.
The relationship between the inflation factor and the decision
boundary establishes the inflation factor related to the class.

∆δ = log Nmax − log Nj . (7)

To keep the category inflation factor consistent, we set the
inflation factor to be Equation 7. Here, Nj is the number of j
classes freqent samples in the training set, the same as Ni.

Inflat

Figure 3: Gaussian Inflation Expands Tail Classes.



3.3 Hard Data Mining
When dealing with the problem of long-tailed data distribu-
tions, the introduction of the Gaussian expansion function
provides some relief. However, the complexity of the long-
tailed distribution problem inevitably requires more targeted
strategies to further optimize model performance. To this end,
we propose a method called Hard Data Mining (HDM). Un-
like traditional training methods, HDM focuses on identify-
ing and learning from sample categories critical to model per-
formance but challenging to train. This approach allows the
model to efficiently learn the feature distributions of challeng-
ing samples. In the HDM method, “hard samples” refer to
categories that achieve high prediction scores in the model’s
outputs, despite not being the true category of the current
sample. These categories are often the most confusing for the
model, as their scores are close to or sometimes even exceed
those of the true category. This confusion reflects the current
shortcomings of the model; therefore, focusing on these cat-
egories can significantly improve the model’s classification
ability.

Specifically, HDM dynamically selects the hard-to-classify
categories as training priorities by comparing the prediction
scores output by the model, excluding the true category, and
selecting the highest-scoring categories. Assuming there are
C categories in total, the defined hard category set Ωij con-
sists of hard samples for which the original class of xij was
j but were misclassified by the model into other categories.
From the C misclassified categories, the top n hard samples
with the highest logit scores in each category are selected to
form the set. In this experiment, n is set to 20. This pro-
cess not only enhances the model’s ability to distinguish be-
tween confusing categories, but also ensures more efficient
use of training resources. By this design, HDM allows the
model to focus more on challenging samples rather than sim-
ply optimizing the distribution of easily classified samples.
This strategy proves to be particularly advantageous in com-
plex and diverse tasks. The definition of the hard category set
Ωi can be expressed as follows: for any sample xi, the hard
category set Ωi composed of the selected categories can be
expressed as (8).

Ωi =
c⋃

l=1

Topn{xij , zil | l ̸= j} ∪ {zij}, (8)

where Topn means selecting Chard examples with the largest
values. In order to adapt better to long-tailed learning, we
compute the probabilities of the selected categories in a bal-
anced way,

Lhard
GInf(zij) = −

c∑
j=1

log

(
Nj exp(z

inf
ij )∑

zil∈Ωi
Nl exp(zil)

)
, (9)

where Nj represents the normalization term for category j.
In the proposed GInf, this training strategy can be integrated
into the previous process and executed synchronously.

LGInf(zij) = L̃GInf(zij) + Lhard
GInf(zij). (10)

The total loss is ultimately expressed as the summation of
GInf and the hard sample re-training terms.

4 Experiments
4.1 Dataset

Dataset Celler-75 MS hPancreas
Cell Num 41,307,753 13,468 10,600

Gene Num 21,292 3,000 3,000

Celltype Full 20
Sub 45

18 13

Tissue 80 3 Pancreas-Only

Disease 75 Multiple Sclerosis Pancreas-Related

Table 1: Comparison of datasets Celler-75, MS, and hPancreas.

Multiple Sclerosis (MS) and hPancreas dataset
The Multiple Sclerosis (MS) [Schirmer et al., 2019] and
hPancreas [Chen et al., 2023] datasets are publicly accessible
resources specifically designed for studying certain human
diseases. The detail of these two public dataset was show
in Table 1. The hPancreas dataset focuses on the study of
the human pancreas. It contains a wealth of single-cell tran-
scriptomic gene expression data, with 10,600 samples in the
training set and 4,218 samples in the test set. These data are
widely used in research on pancreatic-related disease mecha-
nisms, the discovery of diagnostic biomarkers, and the devel-
opment of therapeutic strategies.

On the other hand, the MS dataset is dedicated to the study
of multiple sclerosis. This dataset includes multimodal data
from both patients and healthy control groups, aimed at ex-
ploring the pathological mechanisms of the disease and iden-
tifying potential biomarkers. Specifically, the MS dataset
consists of 13,468 training samples and 7,844 test samples,
providing strong support for both basic research and clinical
translation efforts in the field of multiple sclerosis.

Celler-75 dataset
Celler-75 is a high-dimensional single-cell dataset indepen-
dently constructed by us, focusing on 75 specific human dis-
eases across 70 major human organs, including major dis-
eases such as cancer and Alzheimer’s disease. As shown in
Table1, when compared with publicly available single-organ
datasets like MS and hPancreas, Celler-75 demonstrates sig-
nificant advantages due to its massive scale, which integrates
over 40 million single-cell data points and more than 9 mil-
lion gene expression profiles. The number of cells included in
Celler-75 is approximately 3,000 times that of public datasets.
Due to the increased scale of the dataset, we have refined
the classification dimensions in the creation of cell annotation
category labels, intentionally distinguishing between subclass
and parent class levels. The specifics will be elaborated in
the next section on metrics. Such a large-scale, high-quality
single-cell dataset provides a solid foundation for the train-
ing and fine-tuning of large-scale gene models, significantly
enhancing Celler’s performance in terms of cell type diver-
sity and annotation accuracy. This dataset encompasses vari-
ous types of cancers and other complex cellular pathological
states, providing robust support for comprehensively analyz-
ing the heterogeneity and specificity of disease-related gene
expression at the cellular level. Additionally, the data distri-
bution of 70 organ types and their proportions in the overall



Figure 4: The bubble chart visualization illustrating gene expression levels and cell proportions.

Cell Type New Column SCBert SCgpt CellPLM Celler
f1-score precision recall f1-score precision recall f1-score precision recall f1-score precision recall

Brain Parent-Classes 0.727±.012 0.705±.203 0.782±.007 0.919±.032 0.917±.063 0.921±.170 0.931±.002 0.935 ±.006 0.928±.002 0.956±.067 0.956±.032 0.957±.003

Subclasses 0.787±.011 0.789±.239 0.806±.025 0.802±.036 0.827±.041 0.777±.104 0.779±.126 0.794±.081 0.765±.037 0.890±.026 0.886±.051 0.895±.113

kidney Parent-Classes 0.841±.023 0.823±.039 0.805±.024 0.880±.017 0.885±.048 0.875±.021 0.881±.005 0.888±.016 0.874±.012 0.820±.019 0.805±.004 0.835±.016

Subclasses 0.668±.005 0.704±.022 0.665±.031 0.679±.040 0.712±.018 0.648±.004 0.695±.018 0.717±.124 0.673±.106 0.879±.034 0.890±.041 0.869±.025

liver Parent-Classes 0.636±.107 0.712±.111 0.626±.042 0.906±.019 0.914±.008 0.898±.030 0.885±.017 0.886±.042 0.884±.014 0.969±.008 0.964±.021 0.975±.021

Subclasses 0.618±.031 0.628±.004 0.641±.021 0.789±.067 0.806±.034 0.773±.029 0.759±.038 0.785±.033 0.735±.029 0.840±.024 0.868±.016 0.813±.015

Skin Parent-Classes 0.690±.016 0.780±.011 0.660±.019 0.875±.034 0.879±.028 0.870±.019 0.875±.007 0.877±.009 0.874±.011 0.870±.015 0.868±.017 0.873±.011

Subclasses 0.676±.012 0.674±.009 0.724±.023 0.630±.043 0.666±.028 0.596±.030 0.685±.024 0.706±.018 0.666±.014 0.860±.024 0.862±.031 0.859±.035

Table 2: Performance comparison between Celler and other advanced approaches (i.e., SCBert, SCGpt, CellPLM) across different tissues
(i.e., brain, kidney, liver, skin).

dataset are visualized in Supplementary Figure 1. Further-
more, the category information of 75 diseases is listed indi-
vidually in Supplementary Table 1.

4.2 Metric
In single-cell transcriptomics studies, the classification of cell
types typically includes Parent Classes and Subclasses, which
together form a hierarchical structure of cell categorization.
In our private dataset, Celler-75, biologically meaningful la-
bels for both the Parent Class and Subclass levels are pro-
vided. Parent Classes refer to groups of cells with similar
functions or shared developmental origins, and these cate-
gories are defined based on global gene expression charac-
teristics. Subclasses, on the other hand, are more specific
manifestations of Parent Classes, representing finer-grained
cell types or states with distinct functional characteristics and
expression of marker genes. For example, under the Parent
Class of immune cells, Subclasses may include T cells, B
cells, and natural killer (NK) cells. Thus, if a cell is identified
as a T cell, its Parent Class label would be immune cells, and
its Subclass label would be T cells.

Accurately annotating cell types across this hierarchical
structure is critical for understanding cellular diversity and
functional heterogeneity. To achieve this, robust evaluation
metrics are required to assess how well the predicted anno-
tations align with the true cell types. Here, we employ three
key metrics to evaluate the performance of cell annotation
methods: F1 Score: Balances Precision and Recall, serving
as a comprehensive evaluation metric for cell annotation per-

formance by finding a trade-off between annotation accuracy
and coverage. Precision: the accuracy of predicting specific
cell types (e.g., immune cells) by minimizing false positives,
ensuring cells are not incorrectly labeled. Recall: measures
the ability to correctly identify cells belonging to a particular
type by reducing false negatives, which is especially impor-
tant for annotating rare cell types.

4.3 Evaluation
Cell Annotation Performance on Celler-75
In the horizontal comparison experiments, we selected three
SOTA methods published in the journal Nature Methods as
comparative experiments, including CellPLM [Wen et al.,
2023] , scBERT [Yang et al., 2022], and scGPT [Cui et al.,
2023]. The experimental results are presented in Table 2. The
training dataset for the comparison experiments was sourced
from four organs—liver, kidney, skin, and brain. Each cell
type was assessed at two levels of granularity: Parent-Classes
and Subclasses. The dataset contains a total of 800,000 sam-
ples, with 600,000 used for fine-tuning and 200,000 for test-
ing. The distribution of cell categories in the test data for
each organ is as follows: Brain: 52 subclasses, 32 parent
classes; Skin: 47 subclasses, 21 parent classes; Liver: 48
subclasses, 24 parent classes; Kidney: 59 subclasses, 32 par-
ent classes. The experimental results indicate that the clas-
sification performance of Parent-Classes is generally better
than that of Subclasses, suggesting that finer-grained subclass
classification tasks pose greater challenges to the algorithms.
As shown in Table 2, the Celler method demonstrates signif-



icant advantages in the F1-score, precision, and recall met-
rics, with its performance indicators (values marked in red)
generally surpassing other methods. The second-best results
are marked in blue. However, in certain scenarios (e.g., the
Parent-Class classification tasks for Kidney and Skin), the
performance of the Celler method shows some fluctuations.

Cell Annotation Performance on Open Access Dataset

Method MS hPancreas
F1 (↑) Precision (↑) F1 (↑) Precision (↑)

CellTypist 0.667±.002 0.693±.001 0.708±.023 0.736±.025

ACTINN 0.628±.012 0.634±.009 0.705±.005 0.709±.006

SingleCellNet 0.637±.001 0.700±.001 0.739±.006 0.761±.004

TOSICA* 0.578 0.664 0.656 0.661

scBERT 0.599±.001 0.604±.004 0.685±.003 0.699±.007

scGPT 0.703±.002 0.729±.002 0.718±.003 0.735±.001

Celler 0.799±.004 0.841±.002 0.767±.010 0.755±.010

Table 3: The results of cell type annotation on the MS and hPan-
creas datasets. * indicates results directly taken from CellPLM.

We follow the suggestion of CellPLM [Wen et al., 2023]
and GenePT [Chen and Zou, 2023] to include hPancreas
[Chen et al., 2023] and Multiple Sclerosis (MS) [Schirmer
et al., 2019] datasets. As can be see table 3, Celler outper-
forms CellTypist [Domı́nguez Conde et al., 2022], ACTINN
[Ma and Pellegrini, 2020], SingleCellNet [Tan and Cahan,
2019], TOSICA [Chen et al., 2023], scBERT [Yang et al.,
2022], and scGPT [Cui et al., 2023], achieving the highest
performance on both the MS and hPancreas datasets, demon-
strating its superiority in classification tasks. In compari-
son, SingleCellNet achieves a Precision of 0.761 ± 0.004 on
the hPancreas dataset, ranking closely behind, but its over-
all F1 score is still lower than Celler. ScGPT performs well
on the MS dataset. Other methods, such as CellTypist and
ACTINN, show moderate performance, while TOSICA pro-
duces less satisfactory results on both datasets. In summary,
Celler demonstrates stronger robustness and accuracy in han-
dling these tasks. These results indicate that, Celler is able to
identify the underlying features of gene expression patterns
as well as remote gene-gene dependencies, and achieve a
comprehensive high-level representation of cell type-specific
global information.

4.4 Variation in Gene Expression Characteristics
across Cell Types.

Figure 4 illustrates the expression patterns of different genes
(horizontal axis) across various cell types (vertical axis), as
well as the significance and breadth of their expression. Gene
expression levels are represented by the size and color inten-
sity of the bubbles. In immune cells, such as T cells and
macrophages, certain genes show prominent expression. For
example, CD3D, CD3E, CD4, and HLA-DRB1 are signifi-
cantly expressed in CD4+ T cells (e.g., CD4+ exhausted T
cells and CD4+ naive T cells), while CD8A and CD8B are
specifically expressed in CD8+ T cells. Likewise, genes such
as CD68 and HLA-DRB1 show high expression levels in
macrophages. In endothelial cells (e.g., arterial and capillary

endothelial cells), CDH5 and VWF serve as signature genes,
indicating their close association with angiogenesis and vas-
cular maintenance. In epithelial and cancer cells, KRT19 and
KRT7 are highly expressed, reflecting epithelial cell charac-
teristics and tumor-related expression changes. In stem cells
(e.g., Stem/B cells), PROM1 and SOX2 are closely linked
to proliferation and differentiation functions. Unassigned or
undifferentiated cells exhibit lower expression levels for cer-
tain genes, while specific cell types, such as keratinocytes and
Langerhans cells, show distinct markers like KRT14/KRT5
and CD207, highlighting their unique biological functions.

4.5 Ablation Experiments

Methods Precision Recall F1-score
CE Loss 0.910±.004 0.826±.006 0.797±.007

Focal Loss 0.919±.007 0.862±.009 0.821±.011

Ride Loss 0.921±.005 0.851±.009 0.877±.010

Ours 0.951±.003 0.886±.012 0.895±.009

Table 4: Ablation study on different loss functions.

To validate the effectiveness of our proposed expansion
loss on long-tailed datasets, we conducted an ablation study
on a human brain disease dataset. The experiment compared
our method with well-known long-tailed loss functions (e.g.,
Focal Loss [Lin, 2017] and RIDE Loss [Kumar et al., 2021]
) as well as the traditional cross-entropy loss (CE Loss) [Mao
et al., 2023] from that does not consider long-tailed distribu-
tions. The results demonstrate that our method achieved sig-
nificant improvements across multiple metrics, particularly in
balancing precision and recall with the F1-score, showing an
increase of nearly 10% compared to CE Loss. This strongly
validates the superior performance of our method in handling
classification tasks on long-tailed distributions. Detailed re-
sults are presented in the Table4.

5 Conclusion
Our research results show that Celler performs extremely well
when facing the public datasets MS, hPancreas, and our large-
scale private dataset Celler-75. It improves the accuracy of
identifying rare cell types by over 10% compared with the
scBert model, and its overall F1 Score is also significantly
better than other benchmark models, highlighting its excel-
lent generalization capability and practical application value.
Efficient single-cell data annotation is of great significance
for disease diagnosis, personalized medicine, and the discov-
ery of biomarkers. The introduction of Celler not only breaks
the limitations of existing annotation methods in handling
long-tail distribution data but also provides strong tool sup-
port for the integrated analysis of complex multi-omics data
in the future.
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