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ABSTRACT

Genomic prediction of drug resistance in Mycobacterium tuberculosis remains challenging due
to complex epistatic interactions and highly variable sequencing data quality. We present a novel
Interpretable Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net) that addresses both challenges through
complementary machine learning pathways. Path-1 employs a Set Attention Transformer processing
permutation-invariant variant sets to capture epistatic interactions between genomic loci. Path-2
utilizes a 1D Convolutional Neural Network that analyzes Variant Call Format quality metrics
to learn adaptive confidence scores. A fusion module combines both pathways for final resistance
classification. We conduct comparative evaluations of unmasked versus padding-masked Set Attention
Blocks, and demonstrate that our multi-path architecture achieves superior performance over baseline
CNN and MLP models, with accuracy exceeding 95% and AUC of ~97% for rifampicin (RIF) and
rifabutin (RFB) resistance prediction. The framework provides dual-layer interpretability: Attention
Weight Analysis reveals Epistatic networks, and Integrated Gradients (IG) was applied for critical
resistance loci (notably rpoB), while gradient-based feature importance from the CNN pathway
uncovers drug-specific dependencies on data quality metrics. This architecture advances clinical
genomics by delivering state-of-the-art predictive performance alongside auditable interpretability
at two distinct levels—genetic causality of mutation sets and technical confidence of sequencing
evidence—establishing a new paradigm for robust, clinically-actionable resistance prediction.

Keywords Set Attention Transformer Block (SAB) - Convolutional Neural Networks (1D-CNN) - Multi-Path Deep
Learning - Interpretable Machine Learning - Genomic Variant Analysis - MTB Drug Resistance

1 Introduction

The rapid growth of high-throughput sequencing technologies has transformed genomics into a data-rich discipline,
affording unprecedented opportunities to understand complex biological phenomena, such as genotype-phenotype
associations and drug resistance mechanisms [Sharma et al, 2022]. Due to the contemporary requirement for
personalized therapy within critical applications in Mycobacterium tuberculosis (MTB), drug resistance prediction from
whole-genome sequencing (WGS) must be both accurate and interpretable. The prediction of drug resistance involves
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a number of significant modeling challenges. First, the genetic basis of drug resistance is determined by complex,
high-order epistatic interactions among variants, meaning that the models need to learn set-based relationships rather
than simple sequential dependencies. Second, raw WGS data from clinical samples are inherently of varying quality,
with different coverages and allele frequencies, making it crucial to robustly distinguish the true pathogenic variants
from low-confidence sequencing artifacts. In other words, the model should consider the reliability (confidence)
of the input data in addition to the causality (biology) thereof. Overcoming the challenges of high-dimensional,
variable-length genetic variant sequences and low-quality sequencing input is crucial for developing robust and
biologically valid predictive systems [James et al., 2025} Kim et al., [2022] |Cosgun and Oh} 2020].

Recent advances in deep learning offer promising avenues for capturing the complex, non-local relationships inherent
in genomic data [Perelygin et al.||2025]. Although CNNs have been widely applied to capture local patterns in genomic
sequences, most often they require fixed-length representations and cannot model higher-order, long-range epistatic
interactions among genetic variants that dictate complex phenomena such as drug resistance. This is partly overcome
by Transformer-based architectures, which model non-linear, long-range dependencies using self-attention mechanisms
with great success in sequence-based domains [Wu et al., [2023]]; however, applications to genomic variant sequences
remain sparse. Moreover, existing approaches have fallen short, either treating the genome as a dense, image-like
sequence (convolutional methods) or by being heavily reliant on expert-defined features, thereby limiting the discovery
of novel epistatic relationships. Crucially, most current models treat critical VCF quality metrics as binary hard filters,
lacking their treatment as continuous, learnable features that could modulate the model’s confidence in a variant’s
biological contribution [Eren et al.||[2023].

In this work, we propose a novel Interpretable Multi-Path Fusion Architecture that strategically integrates a Set
Attention Block (SAB) pathway with a dedicated, quality-aware 1D-CNN pathway to model drug resistance in MTB.
We present a principled integration of a Set Transformer for learning permutation-invariant genetic causality and a
1D CNN for adaptive data quality assessment to overcome the limitations inherent in conventional sequential and
feature-engineered models. The set of genomic variants (the reference-to-alternate change) is explicitly encoded
with its precise position as a singular, biologically meaningful token (ChromPosi_Ref > Alt) processed by the
SAB pathway to capture complex, high-order epistatic variant-variant interactions under the principle of permutation
invariance. The 1D-CNN pathway processes multi-channel representations of critical features in VCF format, (such as
FRS and Genotype Confidence), enabling the model to learn an optimal weighting of data quality rather than relying
on brittle, fixed thresholds for this task. A fusion module adaptively combines the outputs of these two pathways,
leveraging both global, order-agnostic biological insights and local, quality-aware representations for superior predictive
performance. This integrated approach extends the Set Transformer methods to genomic variant sequences while
embedding a high degree of interpretability via the attention mechanism —a crucial requirement for clinical deep
learning research.

Our work introduces the novel application of the Set Transformer architecture to analyze genetic variant sequences,
culminating in a robust multi-path framework that significantly outperforms traditional MLP and CNN-only baselines
by treating variants as an unordered set. We adapt the SAB in a two-fold manner: first, we establish a theoretically
sound baseline by applying a purely permutation-invariant model, SAB without masking [Lee et al.,[2019]], and second,
investigate how the same architecture behaves with the incorporation of padding masks while sustaining permutation
invariance. Through extensive experiments and an in-depth interpretability analysis, we show how this architectural
synergy enables the Set Transformer pathway to identify and map resistance loci accurately, while the parallel 1D-CNN
provides a layer of confidence. Taken altogether, our contributions uniquely marry set-based attention modeling,
multimodal fusion, and interpretability, bridging a critical gap between high-performance deep learning and actionable
genomic modeling for precision medicine.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2]summarizes the related work, including some deep learning
frameworks and recent progress on deep genomic learning for drug resistance. Section [3|describes the dataset of genetic
variants and VCF data used in our research. Section[d]describes the proposed method and strategy in detail, including
the novel interpretable two-path transformer and 1D CNN framework. The experimental results and further discussion
are presented in Section[5} Finally, Section [f| summarizes our contributions and perspectives on the possible future
development of this research area.
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2 Related Work

Genome-Wide Association Studies (GWAS) are powerful tools for identifying genetic variants, particularly single
nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs), linked to complex traits or diseases. However, traditional GWAS methods often
face limitations in handling the complexity and scale of genomic data, especially in detecting non-linear interactions
and epistatic relationships between SNPs. Recent advancements in machine learning (ML) and deep learning (DL)
approaches have shown great promise in overcoming these limitations, offering improved accuracy and insights in
post-GWAS analysis [Sun et al.,[2021} Sigala et al., [2023]].

One of the primary advantages of ML over traditional statistical methods is its ability to identify complex interactions
and hidden relationships between SNPs. However, traditional approaches such as linear regression (LR) are often
inadequate in handling the high dimensionality and non-linearity of genomic data. Several works [An et al.| 2020,
Maciukiewicz et al.| 2018|,[Zhang et al.,|2012]] have used penalized regression techniques, like LASSO (L.1) and Ridge
regression (L2), to improve model interpretation and performance by shrinking coefficients, which helps in identifying
significant SNPs with greater accuracy [Sigala et al., 2023|]. But as mentioned previously and due to the Curse of
Dimensionality problem, the computational complexity of applying these methods to genome-wide data was inevitable,
consequently leading to the development of hybrid approaches that first pre-select SNPs using statistical methods
before applying ML models. Random forests (RF) and gradient boosting machines (GBM) have been widely applied in
genotype—phenotype association studies due to their ability to capture non-linear relationships. For example,[|Arshadi
et al.l |2009] showed that a GBM model was relatively robust to the inclusion of irrelevant SNPs, making it more
tolerant to noise. Bayesian network methods have also been explored for modeling SNP-SNP and SNP—phenotype
associations [[Sigala et al., [2023| [Kang et al.,[2015,|[Ma et al., 2022]]. Support Vector Machines (SVMs) and Artificial
Neural Networks (ANNSs) are also used; while they show promise, benchmarking suggests they do not consistently
outperform other methods, and their performance depends strongly on the size and quality of input data [Nicholls
et al.| 2020, |Sigala et al.| 2023]]. For example, studies on GWAS-case—control data have shown that encoding schemes
(e.g., additive vs. homozygous/heterozygous) may affect classifier performance [Mittag et al.l 2015]]. Artificial Neural
Networks have also been applied to SNP-based classification, with some studies discussing how SNP encoding (e.g.,
homozygous/heterozygous representation) may affect performance [Sigala et al.| 2023]]. Deep learning models, such as
the ExPecto framework [Zhou et al.| 2018|] have demonstrated significant improvements in predicting the functional
effects of SNPs across various tissues. ML methods are particularly effective in post-GWAS prioritization, where the
goal is to narrow down the list of significant SNPs and genes identified during the GWAS stage. A variety of models,
including logistic regression (LR), SVM, RF, GB, and ANN, have been applied to prioritize disease loci. [Nicholls
et al., |2020]] highlighted that random forests were top performers for diseases like amyotrophic lateral sclerosis and
chronic kidney disease, emphasizing the importance of ensemble methods in improving prediction accuracy.

Other works adopt the approach of merging several techniques to enhance the performance of genotype—phenotype
analysis and SNP prioritization. Combining machine learning models like random forests with traditional statistical
methods has proven effective in improving prediction accuracy and scalability. [Silva et al., 2022]] demonstrated that
random forest-based dimensionality reduction techniques can efficiently shrink the dataset size while preserving key
genetic information. In their approach, random forest was used to rank SNPs according to their relevance, followed by
clustering of the top-ranked SNPs for more focused analysis. Other studies combined RF (for SNP selection) and
used KNN and SVM algorithms to classify the identified SNPs for their association with asthma [Gaudillo et al.
2019]). Studies in [Boutorh and Guessouml, 2016, 2015],|2014] focused on dimensionality reduction in the genomic
context, where their hybrid framework based on association rule mining (ARM), grammatical evolution, and neural
networks addressed the “large p, small n” challenge (i.e., large features, relatively few samples) by selecting informative
SNP-sets and reducing feature space prior to classification.

The application of deep learning (DL) models presents significant advancements, particularly in overcoming the
limitations associated with ML methods and traditional statistical methods, such as linear models, that struggle with
high-dimensional genomic data. One of the primary advantages of DL models (especially CNNs) is their capacity
to model non-linear interactions between SNPs, as well as their ability to incorporate epistatic relationships, which
can enhance the accuracy of disease association predictions. For instance, [Liu et al.| 2018]] introduced DEOPEN, an
artificial neural network that combines a deep convolutional network with a three-layer feed-forward neural network to
predict chromatin accessibility and evaluate genetic variants in breast cancer. Authors in [Liu et al.l [2019]] further
developed an independent deep CNN model for predicting phenotypic traits from SNP data, employing a saliency map
visualization method to identify significant biomarkers and demonstrating improved accuracy over traditional statistical
methods. Similarly, [Romagnoni et al., 2019] utilized dense neural networks with various architectures, achieving
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competitive mean AUC scores around 0.80 in classification tasks. [Wang et al.l 2019] introduced a deep mixed model
that integrates CNN and Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) architectures. Another key example of this is the ExPecto
framework developed by [Zhou et al.,[2018]], which utilizes deep convolutional neural networks, L2-regularized linear
models, and spatial feature transformation techniques for in silico prediction of gene expression and disease risk.
Similarly, DeepSEA [Zhou and Troyanskayal 2015] offers a deep learning framework that uses convolutional layers to
predict the effects of noncoding variants by learning regulatory sequences from chromatin-profiling data. It integrates
various chromatin information to capture complex interactions, enabling precise single-nucleotide predictions and
aiding in prioritizing functional variants like eQTLs and disease-associated variants. DeepWAS [Arloth et al.,|2020]
integrates deep learning predictions of regulatory effects into a multivariate GWAS framework, addressing the challenge
of linking genetic variants to their functional roles. By annotating SNPs for regulatory potential and using regularized
regression models, DeepWAS reduces the multiple testing burden and incorporates current regulatory predictions.
This method has been successfully applied to GWAS data for conditions like multiple sclerosis and major depressive
disorder, effectively identifying functionally relevant SNPs. Another model is DeepCombi [Mieth et al.| [2021] which
addresses the issue of missing heritability in traditional GWAS methods by combining convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) with GWAS analyses to capture complex genetic interactions and multi-locus effects. Others like [Kwon et al.}
2022] also utilized CNNs to develop CNN-GWAS that focus on enhancing the early diagnosis of atrial fibrillation (AF).
Another example is the GenNet framework [van Hilten et al., 2021]] designed to tackle the complexities of interpreting
genetic data in GWAS while addressing computational challenges. It managed to outperform traditional methods,
achieving significant accuracy and identifying both well-replicated and novel genes linked to traits such as hair color
and schizophrenia.

Transformer-based architectures are also widely used with genomic data, particularly for their ability to handle large
sequence data, which is often the case with long DNA sequences. One of the leading models is DNABERT, introduced
in [Ji et al.|l 2021]], a pre-trained Bidirectional Encoder consisting of 12 transformer blocks, designed to capture
k-mer representations of DNA for downstream tasks such as promoter and enhancer recognition. Another work
introduced LOGO [Yang et al.| 2022], a lightweight language model that combines self-attention and convolutional
layers to efficiently interpret non-coding regions of the human genome at high resolution, demonstrating improved
performance with fewer parameters. More recent developments have extended these approaches by integrating hybrid
convolution—transformer designs, hierarchical attention mechanisms, and domain-specific pretraining strategies to
better capture long-range dependencies while maintaining computational efficiency.

Research in [Green et al., [2022]] trained convolutional neural networks on variants from 18 genomic loci across
> 10k M. tuberculosis isolates to predict resistance to 13 drugs; their multi-drug CNN (MD-CNN) and single-drug
CNNs achieved high AUCs and, using saliency mapping, recovered known resistance sites while nominating novel
candidate positions for further validation. [Kuang et al. 2022] compared traditional ML classifiers and CNNs on
whole-genome sequence—derived features to build a fast, practical pipeline for calling TB drug resistance; they showed
that carefully tuned classical models can match deep models on many tasks and presented workflows optimized for
clinical turnaround. GWAS-derived SNP sets and deep learning (CNN) were used in [Kwon et al.| 2022] to predict
phenotype (atrial fibrillation) from genotype, demonstrating how GWAS hits can be repurposed as structured inputs for
predictive models and highlighting pitfalls and opportunities of transferring association signals into individual-level
predictors. A recent research work [Saliba et al., 2025] introduced group-association modeling to jointly model
correlated resistance phenotypes across pathogens, leveraging shared patterns to boost sensitivity for multi-drug
resistance detection while keeping model complexity low. [Deelder et al.l [2019] present flexible machine-learning
frameworks that take large numbers of WGS-derived predictors to classify resistant vs susceptible M. tuberculosis
isolates; their results demonstrate robust predictive performance across drugs and emphasize scalable feature handling
and interpretability for clinical usage . [Groschel et al., [2021]] deliver GenTB, a user-facing ML pipeline and web tool
that integrates WGS inputs with trained models to predict TB resistance profiles; they benchmark the system against
other tools, prioritize usability for labs, and provide transparent outputs to aid interpretation in clinical workflows .
TB-DROP [Wang et al.,|2024], an end-to-end deep learning model that consumes whole-genome mutation matrices to
predict drug resistance and provide a lightweight GUI; the work focuses on clinical applicability with fast per-sample
runtime and validate performance on diverse cohorts. An MDPI Diagnostics study systematically evaluates multiple
ML strategies on mutation-based inputs for resistance prediction, comparing feature engineering pipelines and
classifiers, and discussing limits in generalization that underscore the need for diverse training cohorts and robust
external validation [Paredes-Gutierrez et al., 2025]].

In summary, recent advancements in genomic data analysis reflect a clear evolution from traditional GWAS and classical
machine learning methods toward more sophisticated hybrid and deep learning architectures. These modern approaches
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increasingly integrate statistical modeling, feature selection, and end-to-end representation learning to capture the
complex, non-linear relationships inherent in genomic data. Despite these advances, several key challenges remain
unresolved—particularly those concerning model interpretability, cross-population generalizability, and the scalability
of learning algorithms to high-dimensional, heterogeneous variant data. Addressing these challenges requires the
development of architectures capable of unifying biological interpretability with data-driven representation power. The
following sections describe the dataset and our proposed interpretable multi-path deep learning framework, designed
specifically to meet these needs.

3 Data Description

Data for this study were obtained from Comprehensive Resistance Prediction for Tuberculosis: an International
Consortium (CRyPTIC) [Consortium, [2022]]. This globally important resource consists of a robust set of 12,289
clinical isolates of Mycobacterium tuberculosis, collected from 23 countries. Importantly, the dataset provides
matched whole-genome sequencing (WGS) information with quantitative Minimum Inhibitory Concentration
(MIC) measurements for 13 essential antitubercular drugs, covering the entire treatment landscape: first-line agents
(rifampicin, isoniazid, ethambutol), key second-line drugs (amikacin, kanamycin, rifabutin, levofloxacin, moxifloxacin,
ethionamide), and newer/repurposed therapeutics (bedaquiline, clofazimine, delamanid, linezolid).

The genetic data is provided in variant call format (VCF) files with variants mapped against the M. tuberculosis H37Rv
reference genome (NC000962.3). Each VCF file contains several key features:

* GT (genotype) indicates the called allele at each position;

* DP (depth) represents total read depth at the variant site;

* COV_REF and COV_ALT provide reference and alternate allele coverage respectively;
* DPF (depth fraction) indicates the proportion of reads supporting the variant;

* GT_CONF (genotype confidence) gives the likelihood ratio for the called genotype;

e GT_CONF_PERCENTILE normalizes this confidence score; and

* FRS (a custom score) reflects variant quality.

These features allow for detailed quality assessment of variant calls and enable filtering based on sequencing depth,
allele balance, and call confidence.

The phenotypic data includes both continuous MIC values and binary resistance classifications (resistant/susceptible)
based on epidemiological cutoff values, with 88% of isolates having complete profiles across all 13 drugs. The dataset
is enriched for drug resistance, with 55.4% of isolates resistant to at least one drug. The complete dataset is publicly
available at ftp.ebi.ac.uk/pub/databases/cryptic/release_june2022/.

4 Methodology

Our approach introduces a novel Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net) that synergistically couples a Set
Transformer architecture with a quality-aware 1D-Convolutional Neural Network for genetic variant analysis. This
framework is designed as a two-branch fusion model (Figure|[T).

The first branch, a Set Transformer, is specifically engineered to process the genetic variant sequence as an unordered
set of tokens. This branch employs the Set Attention Block (SAB) to capture the complex non-sequential relationships
between the variants, reflecting the inherent permutation-invariant nature of a set.

The second branch of our framework is a quality-aware 1D-CNN. This path focuses on local sequential features. For
each variant, it takes as input a corresponding quality score sequence. The 1D-CNN is efficient in capturing the pattern
in these local quality signals, thus offering the model critical information on the confidence and reliability of a variant
call.

Finally, the outputs of the Set Transformer and the 1D-CNN branches are fused through a late-fusion mechanism, as
pesented in the Figure|l} The representations from both branches are concatenated and passed to a final classification
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Figure 1: Overview of the Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net) Architecture

layer. This fusion allows the model to make predictions based on a rich, multi-faceted understanding of the data:
the global, set-based relationships between variants from the SAB, and the local, sequential quality signals from the
1D-CNN. This multi-scale learning (local + global) provides both robustness (resistance to noisy data) and biological
interpretability (attention highlighting key variants).

To formulate the problem addressed, a genomic sample is represented as a set of N genetic variants: V =
{v1, va, ..., N } where each variant v; is described by (g, f;), with g, representing a sequence of genetic alteration and
f, € R4 denoting the associated feature vector extracted from Variant Call Format (VCF) files. The prediction task is
binary classification: y = fo(V'), where y € {0, 1} indicates resistance or susceptibility to a given drug, and fy is a
parameterized deep learning model.

4.1 Data Representation: Genetic Variants as a Set of Tokens

The dataset used in this study comprises genetic variant sequences of Mycobacterium tuberculosis (MTB), as described
in Section[3] Each sample is represented by a set of all identified genetic variants, resulting in sequences of variable
length.

Transformer-based architectures have fundamentally transformed the processing of sequential data, exhibiting
remarkable ability to capture long-range dependencies and contextual relationships. In the genomics domain, recent
transformer models have achieved promising results; however, most existing approaches primarily rely on reference
DNA sequences or K-mer tokenization as inputs [[Consens et al.,|2025]. While such representations effectively capture
local sequence patterns, they often treat variants as abstract tokens embedded within a continuous sequence. This
abstraction can obscure the explicit biological relationships and combinatorial interactions among individual genetic
alterations—relationships that are essential for understanding complex traits such as drug resistance.

To address this limitation, we propose a variant-centric representation that explicitly encodes both the molecular
identity and genomic position of each variant as a single, biologically meaningful token. In this framework,
each token directly represents a specific reference-to-alternate allele substitution, enabling the model to learn
variant-level interactions rather than merely sequence-level dependencies. This transition from sequence-level
attention to variant-level interaction attention provides a more interpretable and biologically grounded foundation
for modeling genotype—phenotype associations. Specifically, we employ an attention mechanism that operates on
a ChromPos_Ref > Alt representation, designed to capture biologically meaningful variant—variant interactions.
In this representation, each genetic variant a; is uniquely identified by its chromosome, precise genomic position,
reference allele, and alternate allele (e.g., chri:12345:A>G). This compact and canonical identifier serves as a
semantically rich token, allowing each sample’s genomic profile g; to be expressed as a discrete set of variant tokens 7"
g, = {a1,as,...,ar}. Such a representation enables the transformer to reason directly over meaningful biological
entities—facilitating the discovery of high-order, non-linear relationships among variants that underlie phenotypic
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outcomes such as drug resistance.

This representation is particularly well-suited for a permutation-invariant modeling framework. By adopting this
symbolic encoding, the entire collection of genetic variants for each sample can be treated as a set rather than an ordered
sequence. This design allows the model to learn complex, non-linear dependencies and interactions among variants
independent of their order in the dataset or genome file. The proposed tokenization strategy therefore serves as a key
enabler of our set-based learning paradigm, marking a distinct shift from conventional sequence-oriented approaches
and focus on the intrinsic relationships between variants themselves.

4.2 Model Architecture: Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net)

Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net), a dual-path deep learning framework specifically designed to address
the limitations of conventional single-stream models in genomic data analysis. VAMP-Net is architected to process two
distinct sources of information essential for robust variant-based prediction ( Figure[I)): (1) the symbolic identity and
biological context of each genetic variant and (2) the quality metrics of quantitative sequencing that reflect data reliability.

The rationale for this dual-path design is twofold: first, to leverage the inherent set-based nature of a sample’s
variant, where order is non-critical, by using a modern attention mechanism; and second, to capture local patterns and
dependencies within the associated quality signals using convolutional processing.

The framework is structured as follows:

* Path-1 - Symbolic and Topological Stream: Processes the set of genomic variants using a symbolic tokenization
scheme at variant-level, allowing the model to learn relationships regardless of input order.

* Path-2 — Feature and Sequential Stream: Processes a structured sequence of quantitative and contextual features
(e.g., read depth, genotype quality) using one-dimensional convolutional layers to extract local quality patterns.

The outputs from both pathways are subsequently fused to form an integrated latent representation, which is passed to
a final prediction head. This fusion allows VAMP-Net to jointly reason over global, biologically meaningful variant
interactions and local, quality-aware signals, thereby offering a comprehensive and interpretable foundation for genomic
variant modeling.

4.2.1 Path-1: Set Attention Transformer Block (SAB) on Genetic Variants

We address the modeling of genetic variant sequences for downstream tasks of drug resistance prediction. Each sample
X; consists of a variable-sized set X; = {z1, 22, ..., z7 } where each element z;, represent a specific genetic variant.
Since A; is an unordered set, the architecture must satisfy permutation invariance, formulated in Equation [T}

f(n&s) = f(&X;), Vme Sy, (n

where 7 denotes a permutation operator on the sequence elements. The first branch of our model is a Set Transformer,
a deep learning architecture specifically designed to operate on sets presented in Figure[2] Its core component, the
Set Attention Block (SAB), replaces the standard transformer’s multi-head attention mechanism. Unlike standard
transformers which rely on positional encodings and often causal masks for sequential data, the SAB is inherently
permutation-invariant. This means the model’s output is independent of the order of the input tokens. For our genetic
variant sequences, where the order is arbitrary, the attention mechanism’s ability to model interactions among all
elements in a set without relying on their positions is a critical advantage. This enables the model to learn a unified
representation of the set, a property that is essential for our application.

The SAB pathway models variant-variant interactions while maintaining permutation invariance. For an input sequence
represented by a matrix X € R™*@modctwhere n is the sequence length and d,,,,4¢; is the embedding dimension, the
SAB computes attention scores between all pairs of tokens in the input sequence, followed by a weighted sum of the
values. Mathematically (Equation [2), for an input set of tokens:

Attention(Q, K, V) = softmax QK v 2)
T Vi
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Figure 2: Path-1 Architecture: Set Attention Transformer Block (SAB) for Symbolic Variant Processing

where d; is the dimension of the keys. Unlike standard transformers, no causal mask is applied to preserve permutation
invariance. The output of SAB is aggregated using a pooling operator p as formulated in Equation 3}

zsas = p(SAB(X)) 3)

We apply the Set Attention Block (SAB) in two distinct configurations, which were investigated to assess the impact of
explicit padding utilization:

I - Unmasked Set Attention:

The first contribution adapts the Set Transformer framework [Lee et al., [2019] of the unmasked SAB for modeling
genetic variant sequences represented as unordered tokens. Unlike standard transformers for sequential data, no
attention masks —neither causal masks is applied, ensuring each variant can attend to every other variant without
positional or causal constraints, nor padding masks is applied. This model serves as a theoretically pure baseline
for evaluating the efficacy of a purely permutation-invariant approach. The input to the model is a batch of padded
sequences, where each variant is represented by its token embedding. Within the SAB, the self-attention mechanism
computes attention scores for every token pair, including those involving the meaningless padding tokens. The model
learns to encode the relationships between all tokens, with no explicit instruction to ignore the padded ones. This
approach tests the model’s capacity to learn a meaningful representation of the data despite the presence of noisy,
non-informative tokens. The training objective is to perform a specific task of Drug Resistance, based on their set of
variants. The hyperparameters for this model, including the number of SAB layers, hidden dimensions, and learning
rate, are provided in the Experimental Section[5.4].

I1- Padding-Masked Set Attention :

The second contribution is the introduction of a padding mask to the attention mechanism, a crucial modification that
enables efficient batching and improves computational performance. The padding mask is a binary matrix that masks
out attention to the padded tokens. It is applied by adding a large negative value to the attention scores of padded tokens
prior to the softmax operation.

To handle sequences of varying lengths, we introduce in Equation E] a padding mask M € {0, —oc}V*N | where:

M,;; = {Oa if both ¢, j are valid variants, @

—oo, if jis padding.

The attention computation becomes as defined in Equation [5}

-
softmax <QK\/£M> A\ (@)
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which masks out contributions from padded positions but preserves invariance over valid variants. Since M only
removes invalid tokens (not reordering them), the equivariance property still holds over the subset of valid elements
(Equation [6)):

SABmasked (PX) = PSABmasked (X)7 (6)

P a permutation matrix that reorders the tokens in X. Provided M is permuted identically as formulated in Equation 7}
M’ represents the permuted version of the padding mask M that must be used when the input tokens X are permuted
by the matrix P:

M' =PMPT. (7

The application of the padding mask M provides crucial theoretical and practical advantages for processing variable-
length variant sets:

* Elimination of Irrelevant Signal: It ensures irrelevant (padded) tokens do not contribute to attention score
computation, thereby preventing the model from dedicating capacity to learning representations for non-existent
variants.

» Mitigation of Attention Dilution: By zeroing out the influence of padding, the mask prevents artificial self-
attention dilution within smaller variant sets. This maintains the true relative importance of valid tokens,
particularly when a large portion of the input is padding.

* Preservation of Set Invariance: Since the mask is content-based (identifying the padding symbol) and not
positionally fixed, it does not interfere with the core permutation invariance of the Set Attention Block,
provided the mask is permuted identically with the input tokens.

4.2.2 Path-2 : Quality-Aware 1D-CNN

A second branch of our model consists of a ID-CNN that processes the quality scores associated with each variant
(Figure3)). These scores, which are typically sequential and local, provide crucial information on the confidence of each
variant call. A 1D-CNN is an ideal choice for this task, as it excels at capturing local patterns, such as the relationship
between a variant’s read depth (DP) and its genotype confidence (GT CONF). The 1D-CNN branch processes the
variant feature matrix F € RV >4,
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Figure 3: Path-2 Architecture: Quality-Aware 1D Convolutional Neural Network (1D-CNN) for VCF Feature Processing

While the core genetic information (CHROM, POS, REF, ALT) is fundamental, the true richness of VCF files for deep
learning lies within their FORMAT fields. These fields provide critical quantitative and qualitative information about
the confidence and context of each variant call, moving beyond a simple binary presence or absence of a mutation. This
depth of information, often underutilized in conventional genomic deep learning approaches, represents a powerful,
biologically relevant multi-channel input for sophisticated models. Using these detailed metrics, a deep learning
model can gain a more nuanced understanding of the reliability and characteristics of each detected variant, which is
paramount for accurate genotype-phenotype association studies, especially when dealing with potentially noisy or
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low-coverage sequencing data from real-world clinical samples.

The proposed framework specifically harnesses seven VCF FORMAT fields as distinct input channels for the Convolu-
tional Neural Network (1D-CNN). When extended to multi-channel inputs, a 1D-CNN can simultaneously process
multiple features per genomic position, with each VCF field representing a distinct channel. This allows CNN to learn
intricate local patterns and dependencies across these different quality and genotype metrics for each variant, rather
than relying solely on the raw genotype information.

4.2.3 Multi-Path Fusion Mechanism

The final stage of the VAMP-Net architecture involves the integration of the learned representations from the two
specialized paths. The outputs of the two branches—the SAB’s permutation-invariant set representation (zsag) from
Path-1, and the 1D-CNN’s quality-aware feature vector (zcnn) from Path-2 —are concatenated to form a comprehensive,
fused representation zg,s.q (Equation @:

Zfused = |ZSAB; ZCNN] (®)

This late-fusion approach is crucial, as it allows each branch to specialize independently in its unique data modality
(symbolic variant topology vs. quantitative feature sequence) before their insights are combined. The fused vector is
then passed through a fully connected network to a final output layer for the prediction of drug resistance.

To determine the optimal strategy for combining these disparate signals, we investigate three distinct modulation
mechanisms between the output of Path-1 (transformer) and Path-2 (1D-CNN):

1. Suppression (De-emphasis of Quality):

The first fusion mechanism is inspired by LSTM’s forget gate control. The purpose of this gate in LSTM is
to control how much of the old state is remembered in the new state. By taking the sigmoid of the current
input C; and the hidden state H,_1, values are transformed into the probability domain, and then multiplied
element-wise with C;_1, the past internal state.

We modify the purpose and formula of this gate to suit our case: by taking the sigmoid of Path-2, we use the
additional features to control the confidence of the current variants, and then multiply the result by the output
of Path-1. The Suppression fusion is defined in Equation[9] where © denotes element-wise multiplication.

g=o0 (ZCNN)
Zfused = 8 © ZsAB 9

This formulation applies a multiplicative suppression to the output of Path-1 (zsap). Since the modulation
score g is constrained to [0, 1], the resulting fused vector zgq Will have element values ranging between
0 and the corresponding values in zsag. In effect, Path-2’s quality features provide a scalar factor that
selectively scales the influence of each variant, and if the quality metrics indicate low confidence, the variant’s
representation can be driven toward 0, effectively performing a dynamic, data-driven form of variant feature
selection during the fusion process.

2. Amplification (Emphasis on Quality):

The second investigated fusion strategy, Amplification, is designed to explicitly test the hypothesis that quality
and low-level features (Path-2) provide a critical signal gain to the core symbolic variant representation
(Path-1). This mechanism ensures that high-quality, high-confidence variants can have proportionally increase
in impact, thereby emphasizing a robust subset of the data.

Unlike the Suppression mechanism, this formulation guarantees that the symbolic representation zgap is
always passed through to the final output, regardless of the quality metrics. The Quality-Aware vector zcnn
acts as an additive gain control. We adapt the gating mechanism as defined in Equation[I0} where ® denotes
element-wise multiplication.

10
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g= U(ZCNN)
Ziused = (1 + &) © ZsaB (10)

This formulation achieves a soft integration that preserves the full contribution of the core variant signal. By
introducing the constant 1 into the scalar factor (1 + g), the mechanism guarantees a baseline preservation,
ensuring that the fused output zg,sq is never less than the original symbolic representation zgag. As the
modulation score g is constrained to the range [0, 1], the total scalar factor (1 + g) remains bounded within
the interval [1,2]. This results in a controlled form of additive gain, where the most robustly supported
variants—those with high-quality metrics—receive a maximum scaling of 200% of their original magnitude.
This approach avoids the risk of zeroing out potentially relevant variants, allowing all identified mutations to
participate in the final prediction while prioritizing those with the highest associated confidence.

3. Adaptive Amplification & Suppression

The final fusion strategy is Adaptive Amplification & Suppression, designed to provide the model with a
dynamic, context-aware control over the Path-1 signal. This mechanism combines the feature selection
capability of Suppression with the signal enhancement capability of Amplification, allowing the influence of
the symbolic variant representation (zsap) to be either scaled down or scaled up based on the quality metrics
(Zenn)-

We synthesize the previous two modulation strategies by modifying the gating factor. Using the same
modulation score g = o (zcnn), the fused vector is calculated as Equation

Zused = (20 8 — 1) © ZsaB (1D

where © denotes element-wise multiplication.

This adaptive mechanism creates a bipolar scaling factor which introduces a powerful, new operational
dynamic. As the modulation score g, derived from the quality features, is constrained to the range [0, 1], the
resulting scaling factor (2® g — 1) is dynamically mapped to the closed interval [—1, 1]. This allows the model
to continuously transition between Suppression Zone (noise filtering) and Amplification Zone (signal gain)
based on the input quality. Specifically, when quality features are poor (g == 0), the scaling factor approaches
—1, resulting in a negative scaling of the variant representation, effectively acting as an aggressive noise filter
by reversing the polarity of low-confidence signal. Conversely, when quality features are excellent (g ~ 1),
the factor approaches 1, leading to maximum positive scaling and thus prioritizing the most robustly supported
variants. This ability to span both positive and negative scalar values allows the model to not only ignore noise
but to actively penalize uncertain variants, providing a comprehensive, context-aware control signal to the final
prediction layers .

4.3 Interpretability

Following the development of the Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net), we conducted a critical interpretabil-
ity analysis to identify genomic variants and sequencing features most significantly associated with RIF and RFB
resistance in Mycobacterium tuberculosis. Our approach is uniquely tailored to the dual-pathway model architecture,
employing methods that respect the inherent structure of each stream .

4.3.1 Dual-Path Interpretability Framework

We analyzed both pathways of the VAMP-Net architecture separately to isolate the contribution of symbolic variant
identity from that of quantitative quality metrics:

Path-1 (Set Transformer Analysis): For the SAB pathway, which processes the symbolically tokenized and
permutation-invariant set of variants (zsap), we applied Integrated Gradients (/G). This method calculated attribution
scores by integrating gradients from baseline input to actual variant embeddings, measuring how each genetic variant
contributed to the final resistance prediction irrespective of its ordering in the input set.

Path-2 (CNN Analysis): For the convolutional pathway processing the ordered VCF feature vector (zcnN), we
employed gradient-based saliency analysis in conjunction with systematic feature ablation. The gradient analysis

11
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quantified the relative importance of feature channels (e.g., DP, GT, FRS) across the sequential input. Subsequently,
systematic feature ablation confirmed the findings by quantifying the drop in predictive performance when specific
VCF quality metrics were masked or perturbed. This framework reliably quantifies both the positional importance of
variants along the input sequence and the absolute contribution of specific VCF quality metrics.

4.3.2 Variant Importance Quantification

For Path-1, which utilizes the Set Attention Transformer, we quantified the contribution of each individual variant by
applying Integrated Gradients (IG) with respect to the final classification layer output. We first extracted the variant-level
embeddings from the trained symbolic tokenizer. The attribution scores were then calculated by integrating the gradients
along a linear path over N = 20 integration steps, ensuring robust and stable gradient estimates. Finally, the calculated
attribution scores were aggregated across all instances in the test cohort to obtain the mean importance measure for each
unique ChromPos_Ref>Alt variant. This yields an interpretable ranking of variants based on their model-predicted
association with drug resistance.

4.3.3 Feature Ablation Studies

To robustly quantify the influence of sequencing quality and context features (processed by Path-2), we conducted
systematic feature ablation on individual VCF channels. This approach, designed to isolate the causal contribution of
each metric, involved methodically setting the values of a single VCF feature channel to a neutral baseline (zero) across
all test samples . We then rigorously measured the resulting change in the model’s prediction confidence and overall
performance (e.g., AUC or F} score).

This systematic process allowed us to identify which VCF quality metrics were most critical for accurate resistance
classification and, conversely, which features introduced minimal signal. The ablation analysis specifically covered the
following eight VCF feature channels, reflecting key data quality and genotype metrics: Genotype Calls (GT), Read
Depth (DP), Depth Fraction (DPF), Reference Coverage (COV_REF), Alternative Coverage, (COV_ALT), Fraction of
Supporting Reads (FRS), Genotype Confidence (GT_CONF), Confidence Percentiles (GT_CONF_PERCENTILE).

The resulting performance decrement for each ablated feature serves as its direct measure of importance within the
VAMP-Net architecture.

4.3.4 Attention-Based Variant Interaction Analysis

To move beyond individual variant importance and uncover complex epistatic relationships between resistance-
associated variants, we leveraged the intrinsic relational mechanism of the Set Attention Block (SAB) layer from
Path-1. The SAB’s self-attention matrix inherently encodes the model’s learned pairwise dependency structure between
every variant in the input set.

For each test sample, we systematically extracted the attention weights from the first SAB layer and averaged them
across all attention heads to compute the raw variant relationships. The interaction strength between any two variants
was thus quantified as the bidirectional attention weight between their respective tokens, which was then aggregated
across the entire test cohort for statistical reliability.

This aggregated matrix was subsequently used to construct a variant interaction network. Network construction was
restricted to variants exhibiting sufficient frequency and strong, recurring interaction occurrences to ensure statistical
reliability. Finally, we applied modularity optimization algorithms to the network to perform community detection,
thereby identifying functional modules (groups of variants) that likely operate synergistically to confer drug resistance.
The highly connected nodes identified in this process were designated as hub variants, representing key drivers of the
overall epistatic effect.

5 Experimentation and Discussion

This section presents the empirical validation of the Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net) and its core
components, followed by a detailed discussion of the biological insights derived from our interpretability framework.
We first detail the preparation of the dataset and the specific encoding utilized for the ChromPos_Ref>Alt variant tokens.
Subsequent subsections systematically evaluate three critical aspects of the design of VAMP-Net: the selection of the
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optimal fusion mechanism, a comprehensive performance comparison, and a deep-dive interpretation of the predictions
of the final model, including variant importance and epistatic interaction networks. The goal of this analysis is not only
to demonstrate superior classification performance but to validate the translational utility of our dual-path approach for
genetic resistance prediction.

5.1 Data Preprocessing

Prior to wuse, the data is subjected to multiple preparation procedures. After downloading the
CRyPTIC_reuse_table_20240917.csv file from the official compendium website, we chose to focus on
two drugs: Rifampicin (RIF), which is primarily used to treat tuberculosis by inhibiting RNA polymerase, and Rifabutin
(RFB), a related rifamycin derivative with similar therapeutic applications.

First, we filter the dataset to include only high and medium quality samples, based on the {drug}_PHENOTYPE_QUALITY
field. This results in 10,310 samples for RIF and 11,392 samples for RFB. For each selected sample, we download its
corresponding VCEF file, which contains variant information. Then we remove columns with missing data and retain
only entries marked as PASS in the FILTER field, indicating reliable variant calls.

To reduce dimensionality and reliability, we focus on positions where the ALT allele differs from the REF allele,
discarding entries such as 0/0 and 00, which indicate homozygous reference (no variant), as wellas ./. and .| .,
which denote missing or uncalled genotypes, it should be noted that the slash (/) unphased genotype, while the pipe (|)
indicates a phased genotype. Variants are represented as pos_ref>alt for all alleles separated by commas; we refer
to this representation as the Path-1 Input, after this filtering, we end up with a total of 417,635 unique variants.

We also retain additional descriptive features for each variant: [>’GT’>, ’DP’, °DPF’, ’COV’, ’FRS’, ’GT_CONF’,
>GT_CONF_PERCENTILE’]. Numeric features are scaled using min—-max normalization, while categorical features are
encoded. The FRS field, representing the fraction of reads supporting the genotype call (#reads supporting GT / total
reads), ranges between 0 and 1; Higher FRS values indicate stronger confidence in the genotype, whereas missing or
low values typically correspond to low coverage or filtered calls, and hence we chose to replace its missing values
with zeros. For each sample, these features are organised into an array of shape (number of variants x 8 features x 1),
referred to as the Path-2 Input, which will be used later in a 1D-CNN model. Arrays are padded as needed to ensure
uniform length across samples.

It should be noted that the resulting samples are not aligned with each other. For example, sample one may have 20_A>G
at index 0, while sample two has 13_C>T at the same index. This indicates that the variants are not ordered strictly by
their genomic positions in the input vectors. Originally, the variants were sorted by position in the VCF file, but after
filtering and preprocessing, some variants shifted in the vectors. This positional inconsistency across samples motivates
the use of a Permutation-Invariant Block (SAB) in the model architecture.

Class Distribution by Drug
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RBG
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Figure 4: Distribution of classes for the selected drugs.
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Figure[d]shows the class distribution of the two drugs, with a difference of ~17. 6% between the susceptible and resistant
class for RIF, and ~30. 4% for RFB, requiring us to employ a weighted cross-entropy loss to handle this class imbalance.

We will first use the RIF data in all subsequent experiments, navigating several design choices to determine the optimal
approach, and subsequently apply the selected method to RFB for validation.

5.2 Variants Encoding

As mentioned in Section[5.1] variants are represented as Pos_REF>ALT, with the ALT for each allele separated by a
comma. We compare a Static Encoding method , where each variant is given a unique ID to represent it, against training
a BERT Tokenizer on all unique variants , and then using it to encode each sample’s variants into vectors before training.

The results showed that Static Encoding led to overfitting in the long run, with early stopping triggered at epoch 3. The
training curve clearly showed signs of overfitting, with a ~6.73% gap between training and validation accuracy.In
contrast, using BERT proved effective in delivering more stable learning and improved validation performance.
Although it also showed signs of overfitting, with a 4.83% difference between training and validation accuracy at the
end of training, it maintained a smoother learning curve and reached early stopping at epoch 16.

The BERT-based encoding was more robust and critical for stable learning as shown in Figure[5] Consequently, we
selected BERT for the encoding phase in all subsequent experiments.
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Figure 5: Comparison of Static Encoding vs BERT Tokeniser metrics over epochs

5.3 The Choice of Fusion Mechanism

We tested three types of fusion strategies between Path-1 and Path-2, namely: Suppression, Amplification, and
Suppression-Amplification (see Sectiond.2.3). The training and validation curves are shown in Figure[6|and the test
results are summarizsed in Table[Il

All three types achieved comparable performance in terms of validation and test accuracy. However, in general, the
Amplification fusion yielded the best results and, therefore, it was selected as the preferred mechanism for the final
configuration, and we will refer to this model as - Model A -.
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Table 1: Comparison of fusion mechanisms. Best results in bold

Fusion Type Accuracy Precision Recall F1 AUC
Suppression & Amplification ~ 0.9267 0.9322  0.9439 0.9381 0.9572
Amplification 0.9523 0.9510  0.9598 0.9554 0.9690
Suppression 0.9438 0.9460  0.9591 0.9525 0.9710
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Figure 6: Training (top) and validation (bottom) performance curves for fusion methods

5.4 Models Experimentation

Starting from - Model A - , we evaluated a set of configurations to measure the robustness of the padding/masking
strategy, data augmentation, and to assess the benefits of including Path-2 in the architecture. Moreover, we compared
with a traditional approach, adopted in many studies, which involved representing the data as a matrix of shape (Number
of VVariants) x (Number of Samples), where cell i, j is 1 if Variant-¢ is present in the sample, otherwise 0. This
representation is typically trained with classifiers using either classical machine learning or deep learning techniques
such as CNNs or MLP-based models. This hybrid of simple binary encoding and deep models has been widely surveyed
in antimicrobial resistance (AMR) and clinical genomics literature and has been effective in practice (e.g., CNN and
ML studies for tuberculosis and other pathogens) [Sakagianni et al., 2024]. However, one limitation of this approach
is the large resulting sparse matrix due to the high number of variants, i.e., the curse of dimensionality, requiring
extensive computational resources. Some studies addressed this by pre-eliminating variants using statistical methods, or
dimensionality reduction techniques like PCA [Reshetnikov et al.||[2025| |Pikalyova et al., 2024, |Xu et al.l 2025]].

To select informative variants, we applied a Chi-squared test to assess the association between each variant and the
target phenotype. Variants with p-value < 0.001 were retained, resulting in 11,567 (~36.1% reduction), which were
then used to train and evaluate both a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) and a convolutional neural network (CNN).

To systematically evaluate the contributions of the proposed components, we developed and tested several distinct
model architectures:

1. Model-A: SAB with Attention Masks for Padding, without Augmentation.
2. Model-B: SAB without Attention Masks for Padding, with Augmentation.
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. Model-C: SAB without Attention Masks for Padding, without Augmentation.
. Model-D: SAB without Attention Masks for Padding, with Augmentation.

. Model-E: Model-A settings, without the inclusion of Path-2.

. Model-F: Model-B settings, without the inclusion of Path-2.

. Model-G: MLP for Presence/absence Variants data.

. Model-H: CNN for Presence/Absence Variants data.

0 N N L AW

Table 2: Best hyperparameters of -Path-1 - for each proposed Multi-Path model applied on RIF Drug + Model A on
RFB Drug

Model Emb Dim Hidden Dim Num Layers
Model A 64 32 3
Model B 64 32 2
Model C 128 32 1
Model D 64 32 3
Model E 128 32 4
Model F 64 32 1
Model A (RFB) 128 32 1

Table 3: Best hyperparameters of - Path-2 - and the Classification head for each proposed Multi-Path model applied on
RIF Drug + Model A on RFB drug

Model Dropout  Activation Conv Layers Conv Kernel LR

Model A 0.1128 relu 3 3 0.00137
Model B 0.0962 gelu 2 5 0.00165
Model C 0.3817 gelu 1 5 0.00130
Model D 0.0205 gelu 3 3 0.00101
Model E 0.0692 relu - - 0.00105
Model F 0.3634 gelu - - 0.00154
Model A (RFB) 0.2704 relu 4 5 0.00106

Table 4: Best hyperparameters of MLP model aplied on RIF Drug

Model Hidden Dims Dropout  Activation
Model G [1024, 128, 128]  0.1315 gelu

Table 5: Best hyperparameters of CNN model applied on RIF Drug

Model Dropout  Activation Conv Layers Filters Kernel Sizes  Pool Sizes
Model H  0.1487 relu 3 [96, 128, 256] [5,9,2] [3,3, 3]

The proposed models were evaluated across multiple architectures and hyperparameter configurations. Tables [2] 3] [
and 5] summarize the best-performing hyperparameters identified through Bayesian optimization. This tuning prioritized
a balance between ROC AUC and Accuracy on the validation set, ensuring that models not only fit the training data but
also generalized robustly.

In Figure[7] we compare the performance of Model-A and Model-B where Model-B applies data augmentation via variant
sequence shuffling. This augmentation fully leverages the SAB block’s capacity, allowing predictions independent of
variant position. Training curves confirm that Model-B, likely due to the regularization effect of data augmentation,
exhibits greater training stability as evidenced by significantly reduced overfitting and closer convergence between the
training and validation curves. On the test set, Model-A achieved the highest performance (ROC AUC: 0.969, Balanced
Accuracy: 0.945). While Model-B’s test performance was marginally lower (ROC AUC: 0.964, Balanced Accuracy:
0.941), this minor trade-off in peak performance resulted in a substantially more robust and stable model. This suggests
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Figure 7: Comparison of -Model A- and -Model B- performance without and with variant sequence shuffling for training
and validation
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Figure 8: Training (top) and validation (bottom) performance curves of all models with early stopping

that data augmentation effectively improves generalization and stability with only a negligible decrease in maximum
predictive power.

Figure([8| presents the training and validation curves across epochs for eight distinct models (Model-A through Model-H),
offering critical insight into their convergence, learning capacity, and generalization ability.
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Test ROC Curve Comparison
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Figure 9: ROC AUC Test curve of VAMP-Net vs CNN and MLP

All models exhibit rapid initial learning, achieving 85% to over 90% accuracy within the first 5 to 10 epochs. The
models can be broadly categorized into three performance tiers based on their final stabilized validation accuracy
and AUC. Models A, B, C, and D demonstrate the highest potential, peaking around 94%. Models G and H show
comparatively lower learning capacity for this task, suggesting architectural limitations and insufficient model capacity.
Models G and H required the longest training durations, this is a characteristic of models with less efficiency.

Model-A achieved the highest overall training and validation accuracy and AUC within the shortest training time,
making it the most efficient high-performer. This demonstrates that Path-2 inclusion significantly improved robustness
and that SAB-based transformers outperform classical CNN/MLP representations. The lower performance of Models G
and H suggests that these architectures are less suitable for the current task, as shown in Figure[9]
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Figure 10: Models test results comparison

The results, visualized in Figure [I0} clearly demonstrate the superior performance of the Set Attention Block (SAB)-
based transformer architectures. While Model-A achieved the highest overall performance, the marginal variation across
other SAB variants underscores the robustness of the core attention mechanism. Notably, the impact of explicit masking
appears minimal, as evidenced by the comparable performance of Models C and D, suggesting that the SAB structure
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inherently handles or ignores padding tokens effectively. In contrast, the significant underperformance of the traditional
Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) (Model G) and Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) (Model H) strongly validates the
utility of a sequential attention-based representation over standard binary encoding or fixed-filter approaches for this task.

Based on its performance across all evaluation metrics, we selected Model-A as the optimal architecture. To validate the
model’s capacity for broad applicability, we applied this model on the RFB drug. On this drug, Model-A demonstrated
high efficacy, achieving an AUC of 0.9681 and an Accuracy of 0.9393. Furthermore, the model maintained a
well-balanced classification profile, yielding an F1 score of 0.9535, a Recall of 0.9553, and a Precision of 0.9517.
These results collectively confirm the model’s excellent generalization capacity across different therapeutic agents.

The comprehensive architectural evaluation leads to the following four key conclusions:

* Superiority of Attention: Set Attention Block (SAB)-based transformer architectures significantly outper-
form standard Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) and Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) baselines on pres-
ence/absence data.

* Enhanced Generalization: Augmentation (as employed in Model-B) effectively improves training stability and
promotes permutation invariance, leading to more robust models.

* Architectural Robustness: While empirically minor, the inclusion of attention masks provides critical robustness
against padding tokens, formalizing the model’s ability to handle variable-length sequences.

* Broad Applicability: The high performance achieved on the RFB drug dataset validates the broad applicability
and transferability of the SAB-based transformer approach to new, unseen drugs.

5.5 Multi-Path Framework Analysis and Interpretation

This section prensents the results of the Dual-Path Interpretability Framework and leverages the insights to dissect
the model’s decision-making process for RIF' and RFB resistance prediction. Our analysis demonstrates that the
two architectural pathways within VAMP-Net provide distinct yet complementary perspectives on the underlying
mechanisms of drug resistance. Specifically, Path-1 (Set Attention Transformer) successfully identified and quantified
variant-level importance and epistatic dependencies, thus elucidating the core genetic drivers. In contrast, Path-2
(Quality-Aware CNN) focused on quantifying the influence of technical confidence metrics, revealing how the model
performs noise regularization and feature calibration. By integrating the findings from both streams, our framework
provides a comprehensive and auditable explanation of the model’s decision process —both biological and technical—
that drives the final drug resistance classification.

5.5.1 Set-Transformer Genetic Variant Importance

This section details the quantitative analysis of individual variant contributions to drug resistance, as determined by the
Integrated Gradients (IG) method applied to the SAB pathway (Path-1). The IG-derived attribution scores, aggregated
across the test cohort, establish an empirically derived ranking of mean importance for all unique ChromPos_Ref>Alt
variants. This analysis serves to validate the model’s ability to prioritize known resistance drivers while simultaneously
discovering highly-ranked non-canonical variants that warrant further investigation. The subsequent analyses distinguish
between the variant importance profiles learned for Rifampicin (RIF) and Rifabutin (RFB), highlighting the model’s
discriminatory power.

A) Drug 1: RIF Resistance Analysis The analysis of the VAMP-Net pathway for RI/F resistance achieved strong
validation success, presented in Table [6] demonstrating the framework’s ability to learn and prioritize fundamental
genetic mechanisms as reported in the literature [Telenti et al.,|1993| Ramaswamy and Musser, |1998]]. The identified
variants in rpoB, katG, and other genes align with established resistance mechanisms documented in the WHO catalogue
of mutations associated with drug resistance [Organization, 2023]].

The model assigned primary predictive importance to variants within the RNA polymerase [ subunit (rpoB) gene.
Multiple high-confidence variants in Table @ including 761139_C>A, 761101_A>T, and 761140_A>T, are located
within the rpoB gene and fall precisely within the Rifampicin Resistance-Determining Region (RRDR). This alignment
with established clinical and molecular biology literature validates the framework’s capacity to learn fundamental
resistance pathways [Musser, |1995]].

Beyond the primary rpoB target, the VAMP-Net successfully extracted complex, multi-gene resistance signatures.
The model assigned high importance scores to variants associated with isoniazid resistance, including mutations
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Table 6: Among 200 Top-Ranked Variants from RIF Resistance Analysis out of 417,635 Unique Variants

Variant Importance Score Gene
761139_C>A 0.178 rpoB
761101_A>T 0.116 rpoB
761140_A>T 0.058 rpoB
761154_TCG>TTC 0.050 rpoB
761108_GGA>GTT 0.044 rpoB
760314_G>T 0.029 rpoB
2155162_ATGCCGC>ACGCCGT 0.446 katG
2155166_CGC>CTG 0.043 katG
7581_G>T 0.050 gyrA
4247574 _A>C 0.036 embB
1849861_G>T 0.207 ethA
2338202_CAC>CCAC 0.308 ponAl (novel)
424791_T>TAT 0.273 pknB (novel)

in the katG region (2155162_ATGCCGC>ACGCCGT) and the promoter of ahpC (78519_G>A) [Vilcheze and
Jacobsl 2007, Napier et al., [2023]]. This demonstrates the framework’s ability to capture complex multi-drug resis-
tance profiles where resistance to one drug often co-occurs with markers for another [Jia et al., 2021} |Billows et al.,[2024].

A significant finding is the identification of top-ranked variants located in previously uncharacterized genomic regions
(Novel loci). The high Importance Scores for these novel variants (such as ponAl and pknB) suggest the model is
uniquely capable of isolating:

* Rare, High-Effect Mutations: Highly penetrant variants that evade detection by standard frequency-based
GWAS methods.

* Critical Interaction Hubs: Loci that function as epistatic modifiers, significantly altering the expression or
effect of primary resistance mutations.

In summary, the high attribution results confirm the robustness and superior discovery potential of the VAMP-Net,
which can simultaneously validate known mechanisms and identify high-impact novel loci for targeted functional
investigation.

B) Drug 2: RFB Resistance Analysis The RFB resistance analysis successfully identified the complete spectrum of
variants associated with the phenotype (Table[7)), confirming the model’s high fidelity in identifying key resistance
mechanisms.

Table 7: Among 200 Top-Ranked Variants from RFB Resistance Analysis out of 417,635 Unique Variants

Variant Importance Score Gene
761140_A>T 6.896 rpoB
761139_C>A 3.955 rpoB
761140_A>G 3.321 rpoB
761110_A>G 3.316 rpoB
761110_A>T 2.463 rpoB
4247431_G>T 2.125 embB
7581_G>A 1.323 gyrA
2944085_C>T 4.947 mmpL5 (novel)
893702_GAC...CCG 4.213 IpgS (novel)
3640407_G>A 3.532 ppsD (novel)
3545402_A>G 3.527 fadD26 region (novel)
1262023_C>T 2.885 pks13 (novel)
4217696_TGGAG>TTGAA 2.594 papA4 (novel)
1262193_C>T 2.589 pks13 (novel)
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The analysis demonstrated the framework’s superior capability to identify both canonical and non-canonical resistance
mechanisms. As expected, rpoB coding region variants ranked most highly, with the top-scoring variant 761140_A>T
(Score 6.896) confirming the model’s alignment with the shared target mechanism between RFB and RIF [Williams
et al., {1998, |Van Deun et al., 2013|Wang et al., 2023]]. Multiple additional rpoB variants achieved high scores, including
761139_C>A (Score 3.955), 761140_A>G (Score 3.321), 761110_A>G (Score 3.316), and 761110_A>T (Score 2.463),
all clustering within the Rifampicin Resistance-Determining Region (RRDR).

Furthermore, the framework successfully captured a Multi-Drug Resistance (MDR) genomic signature from a single
drug prediction task. The detection of relevant variants in embB (4247431_G>T) and gyrA (7681_G>A) confirms the
learned importance of co-selection and cross-resistance patterns [Ghosh et al.,|2020].

The discovery potential of the framework is underscored by the high ranking of numerous novel variants. High scores
for variants in genes such as mmpL5 (2944085_C>T, Score 4.947), IpgS (893702_GAC. . .CCG, Score 4.213), ppsD
(3640407_G>A, Score 3.532) reinforce the strong suggestion that these uncharacterized loci represent crucial epistatic
interaction points or rare, high-effect genes that contribute significantly to the RFB phenotype. These variants are now
prime candidates for functional validation to uncover new biological resistance pathways.

5.5.2 Genetic Variant Interaction Network Analysis

Analysis of the aggregated Set Attention Block (SAB) weights culminates in the Multi-locus Attribution-Weighted
Interaction (MAWI) Map (Figures [T1] and [T2Z), which provides a critical, quantifiable decomposition of complex,
multi-locus epistatic effects underlying Rifampicin (RIF) and Rifabutin (RFB) resistance. This approach moves beyond
single-variant association models to capture the necessary synergistic coordination between mutations. Specifically, the
heatmaps visualize the highest magnitude of attention-weights found by the SAB transformer, thereby mapping the
strength and direction of these interactions and providing mechanistic insights into the polygenic architecture of drug
resistance.

The variant interaction heatmap (Figure [TT)) for RIF (Rifampicin) resistance reveals a highly interconnected, yet
structured, network of epistatic relationships among the top hub variants, with a high overall signal density indicating
numerous strong-to-moderate synergistic interactions. This high-interaction density suggests that robust resistance relies
on compensatory or cooperative pathways, confirming that the model has effectively learned the structural dependencies
of a highly interconnected resistance mechanism. The pattern is characterized by specific "hub" variants, such as
3829770_T>C and 1307598_C>G, which act as central nodes, exhibiting dark red cells that indicate strong attention
to multiple other variants in the network. This hub-driven structure supports the idea that the mechanism relies on a few
key "linchpin" mutations that coordinate with a set of secondary, supportive mutations, and this strong cross-attention
quantitatively supports the hypothesis of epistatic fitness compensation. Furthermore, the scattered distribution of
high-value cells across the map, rather than being localized to a single cluster, suggests a diffuse polygenic mechanism
where many different combinations of mutations contribute significantly to the resistance phenotype.

The second heatmap in Figure [I2] (blue-to-red scale, max interaction ~ 0.40) depicts a contrasting, sparse network
of high-magnitude, localized epistatic effects for RFB resistance. In contrast to Figure [T1] this visualization shows
a predominantly low-interaction background (dark blue), highlighting a few critical, high-leverage interactions that
dominate the attention landscape involving variants like 1070702_T>C. The high attention-weights (dark red) pattern
suggests that these specific variant interactions act as a primary mechanism for resistance, where the effect of one
variant is highly dependent on the presence of the other. The sparsity indicates that, while many variants are present,
only a select few combinations are mechanistically determinative, allowing the VAMP-Net model to pinpoint the most
non-additive synergistic effects.

The contrasting patterns between the two drugs demonstrate that resistance involves coordinated resistance modules
whose composition varies depending on the specific drug, providing a key insight for designing combination therapies.
The MAWI provides an interpretable, quantitative visualization of complex genetic epistasis, confirming known
biological interactions while highlighting high-impact, potentially novel interaction hubs.

5.5.3 VCF Feature Channel Analysis: Quantifying the Influence of Variant Quality Metrics

We quantified the contribution of the eight VCF features via systematic ablation, validating the unique multi-channel
design of the Quality-Aware 1D-CNN pathway (Figure[I3)). This analysis highlights the technical robustness required
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Figure 11: Variant interaction heatmaps showing attention-based relationships between top hub variants for RIF
resistance. Red indicates strong interactions; yellow indicates weak interactions. The patterns reveal how variants work
together in resistance mechanisms

for reliable genotype-phenotype association.

The analysis confirms the model does not rely on simple variant presence (GT field) but critically leverages the
contextual quality and support metrics:

* Dominant Metric (FRS): The Fraction of Supporting Reads (FRS) is the single most influential feature for
both the RIF and RFB models. This strong reliance confirms that the 1D-CNN pathway effectively learns to
filter out false positives or low-support variants, as high FRS is used as a primary filter for calling true clonal

mutations in MTB sequencing [[Consortium|, 2022].

* Contextual Confidence: The GT_CONF_PERCENTILE is the second most important feature. By utilizing
the relative confidence rank rather than the raw GT_CONF (which shows minimal contribution), the model
demonstrates its capacity to leverage comparative, sample-specific context for prediction.

The near-zero composite scores for features like Read Depth (DP), Genotype (GT), and Raw GT_CONF are equally
informative. The low importance of DP suggests its information is effectively captured by the derived, normalized
metrics (FRS and GT_CONF_PERCENTILE), rendering the raw depth redundant. This indicates that the presence of a
variant or its raw confidence is insufficient; the model requires the granular, multi-dimensional context of the variant’s
support and relative quality to make high-confidence resistance predictions.

This ablation study confirms that the ID-CNN pathway successfully extracts biologically and technically meaningful
information from the VCF features, enabling a robust distinction between true resistance-conferring variants and
lower-quality calls, especially critical for subtle phenotypes like RFB resistance.
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Figure 12: Variant interaction heatmaps showing attention-based relationships between top hub variants for RFB
resistance. Red indicates strong interactions; blue indicates weak interactions. The patterns reveal how variants work
together in resistance mechanisms

5.5.4 Dual-Path Fusion Model Interpretability

This final analysis validates the Multi-Path Fusion strategy as the core functional advancement of VAMP-Net,
establishing its ability to combine Pathogenicity (via the Set-Transformer) and Reliability (via the 1D-CNN).

The analysis revealed two novel findings critical to the framework’s superior performance and generalizability:

* Learned Adaptive Feature Regularization: The 1D-CNN pathway functions as a learned signal-to-noise regula-
tor, performing non-linear, context-aware feature selection (prioritizing FRS and GT_CONF_PERCENTILE
over redundant features like DP). The most significant evidence of this is the 8 to 14-fold increase in feature
reliance observed in the RFB model, which demonstrates that the fusion mechanism dynamically compensates
for the weaker, more diverse genetic signal of that phenotype by demanding greater technical certainty. Path-2
thus acts as an adaptive attention mechanism that modulates prediction confidence based on data quality.

* Epistatic Network Auditing: The SAB network analysis confirmed that the final prediction is governed by
an epistatic network audit, where the model learns that a high-importance variant from Path-1 will have its
final impact dynamically down-weighted if Path-2 reports low sequencing support. This integrated approach
provides an auditable, high-confidence score that addresses the critical challenge of separating biological
signal from computational support in clinical genomic data.

In conclusion, integrating VCF features in this manner addresses a major challenge in genomic deep learning: the
inherent separation between the biological signal (variant identity) and the computational support (variant quality).

6 Conclusion

We have introduced the Interpretable Variant-Aware Multi-Path Network (VAMP-Net), a novel deep learning framework
that successfully addresses two critical, often-overlooked challenges in genomic machine learning: modeling genetic
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Figure 13: VCF feature importance comparison for RIF and RFB resistance models. Fraction of Supporting Reads
(FRS) and Genotype Confidence Percentile (GT_CONF_PERCENTILE) demonstrate substantially higher importance
for both resistance phenotypes, with the RFB model showing greater dependence on these quality metrics

epistasis and systematically incorporating variant calling quality into the prediction process. Our work delivers a
significant methodological advance that provides both state-of-the-art predictive performance and crucial layers of
auditable interpretability, essential for bridging computational genomics with clinical utility.

The core of VAMP-Net lies in its dual-path architecture and the Adaptive Fusion mechanism. The Set Atten-
tion Transformer (Path-1) proved highly effective by operating on the inherently permutation-invariant set of
ChromPos_Ref>Alt variant tokens, successfully elucidating complex genetic epistasis and discovering both
canonical resistance drivers and influential non-canonical loci. The Integrated Gradients attribution analysis pro-
vides a clear, ranked list of mutations and their co-dependencies, forming a direct basis for targeted functional validation.

However, the most compelling finding lies in the contribution of the Quality-Aware pathway. VAMP-Net is the first
model to systematically integrate variant calling quality into resistance prediction, addressing the critical gap where
existing methods treat all variant calls equally regardless of technical confidence. Our quantitative feature importance
scores demonstrate that the fusion architecture performs a learned feature calibration and noise regularization .
Specifically, the pronounced increase in reliance on VCF quality metrics (e.g., FRS, GT_CONF_PERCENTILE)
for the more complex Rifabutin (RFB) phenotype, compared to Rifampicin (RIF), confirms the fusion mechanism
intelligently and dynamically adapts its weighting based on the complexity and confidence requirements of the task.
This dynamic weighting mechanism provides an unprecedented level of robustness.

The VAMP-Net framework’s fundamental design is inherently generalizable and extends well beyond the context of
Multi-drug resistance in M. tuberculosis. Our proposal can be applied to any genotype-phenotype problem characterized
by three conditions:

* Variable-Length Inputs: The sample is defined by an unordered set of symbolic events (e.g., structural variants,
somatic mutations in cancer, or transcriptomic changes).

* Epistatic Dependencies: The final phenotype is driven by complex interactions rather than single-gene effects.

* Heterogeneous Evidence: The symbolic input (genotype) is accompanied by quantitative, context-specific
technical metadata (e.g., sequencing depth, coverage, or population frequency).

Future work will thus focus on extending this multi-path fusion paradigm to incorporate additional modalities in
other clinical domains, such as incorporating image modalities (e.g., microscopy or histology) or longitudinal clinical
metadata alongside genomic data. This work establishes a new standard for confidence and transparency in clinical Al
systems by ensuring that all predictions are not only accurate but are driven by a mechanism that is transparent and
auditable across both biological and technical evidence streams.
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The complete dataset used in this study is publicly available at ftp.ebi.ac.uk/pub/databases/cryptic/
release_june2022/,
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