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ABSTRACT

Detecting copy number alterations (CNAs) from next-generation sequencing data remains challeng-
ing, particularly for short segments under noisy conditions. Existing segmentation methods often
suffer from high false positive rates or fail to reliably detect short aberrations, especially in low-
coverage data. In this study, we propose a modified tail-greedy unbalanced Haar (TGUHm) method
that introduces a dual-thresholding strategy to improve segmentation accuracy. The proposed ap-
proach effectively suppresses spurious spikes while preserving sensitivity to both short and long
CNA segments. Extensive simulation studies under Gaussian and heavy-tailed noise demonstrate
that TGUHm consistently achieves higher true positive rates and lower false positive rates com-
pared to state-of-the-art methods, including CBS, HaarSeg, and FDRSeg. In particular, the pro-
posed method improves detection accuracy for short segments while maintaining competitive over-
all performance. Application to real cancer genomic data further confirms the practical utility of
the method, revealing biologically meaningful CNAs associated with known cancer-related genes.
These results suggest that TGUHm provides a robust and effective framework for CNA detection in
challenging sequencing settings.
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1 Introduction

Recent technological development of next-generation sequencing (NGS) has transformed the way we investigate ge-
nomic structural variation such as copy number alteration (CNA). These alterations mean that some genomic regions
exhibit more (gains) or less (losses) copy number than the normal two copies; they are identified as ‘jumps’ and
‘drops’, respectively, in the copy number ratio [Gusnanfo ef-all, ZOI7]. The CNA of any genomic region can be es-
timated from the ratio of the number of short segments (‘reads’) aligned to the region between tumour and normal
samples [Gusnanfoefall, POT7]. The ratios are calculated for each non-overlapping fixed-size ‘window’ or ‘bin’ along
the genome. The ratios are inherently noisy due to random experimental error between the paired samples, and an
important preprocessing step called segmentation is needed to deal with the noise in the analysis of CNA data. The
goal of this segmentation step is to remove the random error and to recover the unknown function that represents
the true copy number changes on the chromosome from the observed ratios, so that subsequent downstream analyses
can be carried out based on these information. This underlying pattern can be considered to be a piecewise constant
function and, therefore, we can say that the identification of CNA pattern is, in principle, a change-point detection and
estimation problem.

To deal with this problem, several authors have proposed change-point detection methods for segmentation. For
example, DiIshen ef-all [2004] proposed a method called circular binary segmentation (CBS) that identifies the change-
points by comparing a maximal t-statistic to a permutation reference distribution to obtain the corresponding p-value.
This is followed by a pruning algorithm to control the number of change-points. Another approach was proposed by
Muggeo and Adelfig [Z010] that utilized a simple transformation based on the cumulative sum of the data. Ben-Yaacov
and Eldar [2008] proposed a wavelet-based approach to segmentation, where a traditional non-decimated Haar wavelet
transform was investigated to estimate CNA. In a more recent approach, a multiscale segmentation method controlling
the false discovery rate (FDR) was proposed by Li“ef-all [POTA] and a least-squared based segmentation algorithm
combining least-squares principles and a suitable penalization scheme to perform copy number segmentation was
introduced by Nilsen“efall [P0IT7]. While other segmentation methods exist, some comparison studies, such as in Cai
ef-all [Z005] and Willenbrock and Fridlyand [Z005] which tested several segmentation methods, concluded that CBS
tend to have the best performance under various conditions.

In the context of low-coverage Wood ef all [2010] (< 0.1X), many of these methods are well known to work well in
detecting long segments (say, > 10 Mbp) but are not sensitive to short segments (approximately 1 Mbp), and often
unable to detect them. However, detection of short segments remains a major challenge since such segments are
represented by only a few ‘windows’ or points in the low-coverage setting [Gusnanto_ef-all, P0T4]. In cancer research,
short segments potentially contain key oncogenes or tumour-suppressor genes of interest, so a method that performs
well in estimating both long and short segments is generally needed. In short segments, the underlying true change
is masked by noise and it is very difficult to distinguish between the two. To address this challenge, we consider a
wavelet segmentation approach. The main reason behind this choice of approach is that it enables careful investigation
of variability at different scales. The latter is important in our context because we wish to detect real short-term
changes that are close in magnitude to the error variability (in addition to longer segments). Therefore, this approach
gives us a major tool for identifying (and dealing with) segments on a range of scales.

In this study, we present an approach called TGUHm method which applies the tail-greedy unbalanced Haar (TGUH)
wavelet transform to perform segmentation of CNA data. The TGUH was originally proposed by Fryzlewicz [20TX]
for a one-dimensional signal plus noise model. While a traditional ‘balanced’ Haar wavelet is a step function that
changes value at the mid-point of its support, the ‘unbalanced’ aspect of the TGUH approach allows the change-point
in the basis functions to occur anywhere in the interior of each wavelet’s support, and indeed to be in different locations
on different basis functions. This characteristic gives the benefit that the data length does not have to be a power of
two as in the traditional discrete Haar wavelet method. An additional benefit is it can take in to avoid the problem that
commonly arises in Haar wavelet estimation where the estimator is more likely to detect jumps at dyadic locations, i.e,
1/2,1/4,3/4, ..., which might not be the actual locations of the jumps/drops in the true underlying CNA pattern.

While providing an appealing ability in estimating correct change-point locations, an extreme observation commonly
found in NGS data will tend to cause TGUH method to detect spikes which are likely to be estimated as spurious
change-points as a result of the ‘bottom-up’ approach used in the TGUH transform. To address this problem, in our
TGUHmM method, we introduce a simple thresholding procedure to control the minimum altered segment size which
is applied following the connected thresholding used in the original TGUH method. This modification improves the
performance of the TGUH method. Our investigation in this study suggests that this approach gives good operating
characteristics in detecting both short and longer segments. We also illustrate the application of this method on a real
dataset from a lung cancer cohort where the CNA data are obtained from NGS with a low-coverage setting.
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Figure 1: Example of copy number ratio data from one patient, TMA-93. The data was normalised using CNAnorm
Gmsnanfaoefall [Z0I7] and regions with missing values, such as the centromeres, are removed. Each point in the figure
denotes the copy number ratio of TMA-93 which corresponds to a specific genomic window (150 kb).

2 Method

2.1 Patients, sequence data and alignments

In this study, we considered squamous cell carcinoma lung cancer samples from Belvedere efall [Z(0T72]. Details on
sample preparation, DNA extraction and library preparation are described by Wood et all [20T0]. Sequences were
aligned using the bwa suite version 0.5.9-r16 [[Cizand Durbin, P009] against assembly hg19 of the human genome.
Only sequences that could be uniquely aligned and with mapping quality > 37 were used. Using ‘depth of coverage’
we counted the short sequences (‘reads’) that were mapped to fixed non-overlapping genomic regions (‘windows’),
estimated to be 150 kbp [Gusnanfo_ef all, Z0T4]. Although the proposed segmentation method in this paper can
be implemented to either non-normalised or normalised data, we performed a normalisation using the CNAnorm
package [Gusnanfo_ef-all, DOT7] for easier comparison between CNA profiles. Regions with missing values, such as
the centromeres, are removed. An example of CNA data from patient TMA-93 is shown in Figure . Each point in
Figure [ denotes the copy number ratio of patient TMA-93 corresponding to a specific genomic window (with size
150 kb). To demonstrate the generalisability of the proposed method to data from different sequencing technology, we
also consider the breast cancer dataset from Snijders et al] [Z00T].

2.2 Tail-greedy unbalanced Haar wavelet segmentation for NGS data

Before describing the tail-greedy unbalanced Haar wavelet method, we define some relevant notation and concepts.
Let n be the number of windows/regions; we segment each chromosome separately, so 7 is the number of windows in a
chromosome and we do not need an index to denote chromosome. Alternatively, one can segment on the whole genome
simultaneously, in which case n would denote the number of windows in the entire genome. Let x; denote the location
of the ¢-th window in the chromosome/genome for ¢ = 1,2, ..., n, satisfying the condition z; < x93 < -+ < x,. Let
N be the number of change-points in the data, with0 < N < n,and if N > 0, letn;, j = 1,..., N be the locations
of the change-points. For a sequence {y;}i—1, .. n, We say a change-point is located at n; = xy if |yp11 — y&| > 0,
where 0 < k£ < n and the height tolerance parameter 6 is set to be equal to 0.1 [Mermelefall, ZOTT]. As an illustration,
72 = 2100 means that the second change-point in the data is located at 2190 and |y101 — Y100| > 6. In a simulation
study, IV and the n;’s are known, but in practice for real data they are unknown.

In the context of NGS, let ; denote the ratio between the number of reads in the tumour and normal sample in the i-th
window corresponding to location z; [Gusnanfa_ef-all, POT2]. There is no requirement for the y; to be normalized.
In the normalization of CNA data from clinical samples, segmentation may be involved at the start and the end
of normalization [Gmsnanfo_ef all, DOT7]. To accommodate other normalization methods that users may use, we
assume/consider the proposed segmentation method to estimate CNA from normalized ratios.
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We assume that the observed y; are given by a true (unknown) signal f; obscured by additive random error. This model
can be expressed as

yi = fi + €, Q)

where ¢; represents measurement noise and f is a one-dimensional, piecewise-constant signal with change-points at
unknown locations 7y, . .., NN -

From a statistical perspective, this problem can be viewed as the recovery of a piecewise-constant signal f from the
noisy data y, where reliable detection of change-points depends on distinguishing true structural changes from random
fluctuations. In the context of wavelet-based methods, small-scale coefficients are typically associated with noise,
while larger-scale coefficients capture meaningful signal variations. However, in the presence of extreme observations
or heavy-tailed noise, small-scale coefficients may occasionally attain large values, leading to spurious detections.

The proposed modification addresses this issue by introducing an additional thresholding mechanism that explicitly
constrains the minimum segment size. This can be interpreted as a form of regularization that penalizes overly local-
ized changes, which are more likely to arise from noise rather than true signal. By combining the hierarchical structure
of connected thresholding with this additional constraint, the method effectively balances sensitivity to genuine short
segments and robustness against noise-induced artifacts. As a result, the proposed approach improves the stability of
the segmentation while preserving its ability to detect meaningful changes across multiple scales.

To operationalize this idea, we build upon the standard Tail-Greedy Unbalanced Haar (TGUH) framework and in-
corporate the proposed modification within its thresholding procedure. The standard TGUH approach proposed by
FryzlewicZ [ZOIR] consists of three main steps: (i) Forward TGUH transform, (ii) Thresholding and (iii) Inverse
TGUH transform.

The proposed TGUHm method follows the general structure of the TGUH algorithm, consisting of three main steps.
However, key modifications are introduced in the thresholding and reconstruction stages to improve robustness against
noise and reduce spurious detections. The overall procedure is outlined below.

1. Apply the (standard) TGUH transformation to the data to get TGUH detail coefficients, which give a sparse
representation of the data in terms of a set of piecewise-constant basis functions. The coefficients are assigned
into a unary-binary tree (i.e., one in which each ‘parent’ coefficient has one or two ‘child’ coefficients).

2. Threshold or delete those detail coefficients whose values are less than a specified threshold. Two-stage
thresholding is performed here to firstly remove smaller coefficients that are believed to represent noise e
rather than the true signal f. This is part of the standard TGUH method. Additionally, in the second stage,
we delete some coefficients that correspond to ‘spikes’ that may occur due to extreme outliers in copy number
ratios.

3. Reconstruct the segmentation result by returning the sample mean of the observed data within each segment
between consecutive estimated change-points. This step is different to that in the standard TGUH method.

2.2.1 Step 1: TGUH transformation

The TGUH transformation is a bottom-up method which, in each iteration, selects adjacent pairs of the data which are
thought to have the smallest variability in an attempt to concentrate as little as possible of the variability or ‘power’ in
the data at the ‘finer’ or lower levels of resolution [FryzlewicZ, POTR]. Let c, . be the local rescaled average of copy
number ratio data y; in the region ¢ = s, .. ., e, given by

1 €
G = =y Zy ©)
1=S8

The two subscripts in ¢, . denote the start (s) anda end (e) index of the subset of the data which corresponds to c; .
For example, c¢; ;1 corresponds to ¥, ¢z 3 corresponds to yo and 3. At each iteration, we select pairs of consecutive
regions and merge them by applying an orthonormal transformation. Define C? = {c; .} to be the set of local rescaled
average coefficients of the data y;, and «; to be the regions remaining, after the j-th iteration. For j = 1, we assign
C' ={c11,¢22,...,¢ii} = {y1,y2,...,yi}. Let p be a parameter describing the proportion of pairs to merge in
each iteration; we merge [pa; | pairs at the j-th iteration. In our applications, we use p = 0.01.

To be more precise, the algorithm proceeds as follows:
1. At the j-th iteration, for each adjacent pair of local rescaled average coefficients, construct a ‘detail’ filter

. 2 2 _ _ . .
(Is,py —Tb+1,e) With l5p+7iy1e=1landdspe = lspCsp — Tot1,eCot1,e should be zero if (Ysy---,Ye) isSa
constant vector.
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2. Compute the detail coefficient dg e = ls s, — Tv+1,eCo+1,e for each adjacent pair of coefficients in CJ
and sort the sequence |ds p | in ascending order. Then search for the [pay | pairs of local rescaled average
coefficients that have the smallest absolute value of the detail coefficient vector and save them as detail

coefficients of scale j, dﬁ’b .»where k = 1,..., K(j) denote the index of them according to tincreasing s.

3. Merge the local rescaled average coefficients which correspond to the selected detail coefficients. Then,
produce new local rescaled average coefficients which define the scaled average of those merged regions.

Specifically, for a selected detail coefficient ng 'p,c At iteration j, we merge the regions {s,...,b} and {b+

1,...,e} into single region {s,...,e} and produce new local rescaled average coefficients ¢ .. After this
step, we will have a new set of local rescale average coefficients C +1

4. Setj = 7+ 1 and go back to step (1), unless only one detail coefficient was extracted in step 2, in which case
the algorithm terminates.

This step provides a multiscale representation of the data, enabling the identification of changes at different resolutions.

2.2.2 Step 2: Thresholding

This step is the key component of the proposed method, where modifications are introduced to control noise-induced
artifacts. In a wavelet context, thresholding is commonly used to remove noise from data by shrinking/deleting some
wavelet coefficients that fall below a specified threshold. In the TGUH decomposition, by construction, the bulk
of the activity of the data will be concentrated in coarse-scale (large j) detail coefficients and fine-scale (small j)
coefficients will be small and contain mostly noise. Therefore, by removing those coefficients which are smaller than
some threshold, we can remove much of the noise. But in some cases where there is a frequent occurrence of outliers,
as is often found in NGS data, basic wavelet thresholding tends to overestimate the number of change-points, detecting
spurious change-points as spikes (very short altered segments of only one data points). In our TGUHm method, we
therefore, add an additional procedure to the connected thresholding used in TGUH [FryzlewicZ, PUTS] for pruning
these spikes. Hence, the thresholding procedure in our proposed TGUHm method proceeds in the following two
stages.

1. Connected thresholding. Perform connected thresholding to detail coefficients dJ *» . This thresholding is
used by Fryzlewicz [20T¥] which preserves the ‘unary-binary’ structure of the detall coefﬁments and produces
an estimate where the number of change-points is equal to the number of detail coefficients.

Let the children coefficients of detail coefficient dZ’flie be the set of finer-scale coefficients whose support is
entirely inside [s, e]:

={dh [ €] C [s¢]
for all j :1,...,j,andk:':1,...,K(j')}. 3)

Connected thresholding, with threshold A > 0, sets to zero all detail coefficients ik

s,b,e

for which [d7¥ | < A

and each of its children coefficients are also smaller in magnitude than X. More formally, if gj ’; . and di ’Z .

are the detail coefficients respectively of the true unknown signal f and the observed data y in Equation ([]])
the connected thresholding estimate of g7’ b . 1s given by

s,b,e

il =iy A3y o €CL, > ), 4)
where 1{-} is the indicator function.

2. Unconnected thresholding. We propose an additional ‘unconnected’ form of thresholding after the above step,
where we do not preserve the ‘unary-binary tree’ structure of detail coefficients. This reduces the tendency
of connected thresholding to leave ‘spikes’ in the estimated segmentation. ‘Spikes’ are likely to occur when
the detail coefficients ds be> with either e — b or b — s + 1 equals to one, survive the thresholding. To control

the occurrence of ‘spikes’, we set to zero the detail coefficients ds p,e Witheithere —borb—s+1less thana
constant c¢*, say. By setting ¢* = 2, we could reduce spikes and have a direct control on the minimum length
of segments. Our final estimator §§' be OF g*, . is given by

Fye =g {(b—s+1) > c}{(e—b) > "} )

The proposed two-stage thresholding procedure is designed to enhance both the sensitivity and specificity of feature
detection. In the first stage, connected thresholding ensures that important features are not prematurely removed,
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particularly those that are only prominent at finer scales. This is achieved by preserving the hierarchical (unary-binary
tree) structure of the detail coefficients, where a coefficient at a coarser scale is retained if any of its child coefficients
at finer scales exceed the threshold. This hierarchical dependency prevents the loss of subtle but meaningful variations
that might otherwise be discarded if evaluated in isolation. In the second stage, unconnected thresholding is applied to
further refine the results by eliminating segments that are too small, thus reducing over-segmentation caused by noise.
This is particularly important in genomic data analysis, where it is undesirable to flag regions with only one or two
data points as significant alterations, as these are often artifacts rather than true biological signals. Together, these
stages create a robust framework that balances the need to detect subtle features while minimizing false positives.

In our application, we define the threshold parameter A using A = o/(2(1 + 0.01)logn)'/? as in [Fryzlewicz, 2018].
In practice the noise level parameter ¢ is unknown, so we estimate it by computing the median absolute deviation
(MAD) of the sequence {|y;+1 — vi|/v/2;i = 1,...,n — 1}; these values are the finest-scale balanced Haar wavelet
coefficients of the vector y.

2.2.3 Step 3: Signal reconstruction

Unlike the original TGUH method of FryzlewicZ [2ITH], we do not reconstruct the segmentation result by performing
the inverse TGUH transform. This is due to the additional unconnected thresholding used in the previous step. If we
apply the inverse TGUH transform directly to the unconnected thresholding results, there may occur a situation where
the estimated signal for a segment is not equal to the sample mean of the data in that segment.

Since each breakpoint b in the middle of surviving wavelet/detail coefficients §§7b7€ denote the locations of change-
points, we therefore, estimate the piecewise constant signal f; between two consecutive change-points by the sample
mean of all copy number ratio data y; in that interval. More formally, let b = {b;} denote the collection of b € QZ be
in ascending order where [ = 1,.., N and we can say that NV is the number of estimated change-points. Define
n; = {m,n2,....nn+2} = {0,b1,b2,...,bn,n}; n is the length of the copy number ratio data y. So that, the final

estimator f of the true function f in Equation () is defined by

Mj+1
1

fi=—— u. (6)
Nj+1 — 75 k=,

This reconstruction ensures that the estimated signal reflects stable segment-level behavior rather than local fluctua-
tions.

2.3 Simulation study

To evaluate the performance of the proposed method, we conducted a comparative simulation study by considering
three test functions shown in Figure D. The first true function is based on some patterns of different segment lengths
including both long segments and short segments commonly observed in real data and the aberrations in height/depth
varies between 0—4. In this simulation study, we refer to aberrations with length between 6-10 data points as short
segments while long segments comprise more than 10 data points. This is based on the window size used in our data
(150kb), in which a 1 Mb segment is represented by only 6-7 windows or data points. The height of the short segments
is set to 0.5 to represent a typical smallest change that we might expect in real data. The second function only includes
short segments with various heights to assess the ability of the method in estimating short segments. Lastly, for the
third simulation, we consider an extreme case where there is only a single altered segment with a very short (6 point)
width.

We generate 1000 replicates for each of the true functions and use two kinds of noise model to contaminate those
data. The first noise model is i.i.d. Gaussian noise IV (0, o2) and the second is a heavier-tailed noise model that reflects
extreme observations that often occur in NGS copy number ratio data. A classical way to generate the second noise
model is to use “contaminated normals”, where the error distribution is a mixture of two normal distributions [[[ukey,
1960]. With probability 1— « the error is drawn from a distribution IV (0, 02), and with probability o from N (0, d%c?),
with d = 3 and o = 0.05 [Nilsen ef all, POT7]. We repeat our simulations for o = 0.1, ..., 0.5 for both noise to obtain
a controlled comparison of different levels of noise variance relative to the changes that we wish to detect in CNA data,
which are generally of magnitude 0.5 or 1 [Gusnanfoef all, DOT2].

Since we know where the true change points are located in simulated data, we can consider the problem of change
points detection as a binary classification problem. Correctly identified change-points (true positive, TP) are those
whose locations are found within two windows and closest to the true change point. If there are two closest change-
points detected, we assign one as TP and the other one as false positive (FP). The remaining change points detected,
FP = P — TP, where P denotes positives or the total number of estimated change points N, are considered spurious
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Figure 2: The true patterns of copy number alterations, denoted f, in simulated examples. (A) First true function. The
irregular pattern of segment length is based on common patterns observed in real data. (B) Second true function, which
aims to characterise the proposed method’s performance in a case where the underlying true pattern only contains short
altered segments. (C) Third true function. An extreme case where there is only a short altered segment in the middle
of long segment.

estimates (FP) [Pierre-Iean ef all, POTS]. The illustration of these definitions is presented in Figure S1 of the Supple-
mentary Material. Based on this definition we compute the average of true positive rate (aTPR) and the average false
positive rate (aFPR) over 1000 replicates. To assess the ability of the method in estimating short segments, we also
calculate the average true positive rate in estimating short segments (aTPRsh).

To further evaluate the operating characteristics of each method, we also calculate the Receiver Operating Character-
istic (ROC) curve for each method across different values of 2. The ROC curves are plotted based on the mean TPR
and FPR across replicate data sets for each segmentation method.

For all the simulations above, we performed TGUHm and compare its performance to the original TGUH method
[Fryzlewicz, POTIR]. The R code of TGUHm method is available at https://github.com/maharaniau/TGUHm. To
evaluate the practical impact of the constant c*, we compare c¢* = 1 and ¢* = 2. For ¢* = 1, both TGUHm and TGUH
will produce exactly the same results, which we denote by TGUHI1. Besides the original TGUH method, we also
performed TGUH combined with a localised pruning method using the R package breakfast ver 2.2 which we denote
by TGUHb. We also consider several recently published methods as competitors: Circular Binary Segmentation (CBS)
[OIshen"ef-all, 2004], HaarSeg [Ben-Yaacov and Eldai, Z008] which is based on the balanced Haar wavelet transform,
CopyNumber [Nilsen ef-all, POT7], CumSeg [Muggeo and Adelfid, P0T0], and FDRseg [LCief-all, DOTA]. We apply
the CopyNumber method twice, with its main parameter ~y set to be 12 and 40 as suggested by Nilsenef all [2017] to
give different balances between sensitivity and specificity. The results for these two separate analyses are denoted as
Copy12 and Copy40, respectively.
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3 Results

3.1 Simulation result

Figures B, 8, and B show the results of the simulation study using the first, second, and third true function, respec-
tively. The corresponding quantitative results are presented Tables S1-S3 in the Supplementary Material. Figure 3
indicates that for the basic Gaussian noise TGUHm, TGUH, and TGUH1 outperform the other competitors in terms
of estimating both short and long segments by showing the highest aTPRsh and aTPR values for all noise levels but it
comes with slightly larger aFPR and aMSE than most of the tested methods. In particular, different c* values (¢* = 1
or c* = 2) do not affect the results much when the noise is standard Gaussian noise. The differences in performance
due to these choices are more apparent in the case when the noise comes from the mixture of two normal distributions
with different variance; see the right side plots of Figure B. For aTPRsh, all of TGUHm, TGUH, and TGUHI do not
show a significant difference (still the best) but TGUHI is marginally the worst in terms of aFPR and aMSE. On the
other hand, TGUHm and TGUH are much better than TGUHI1 for both aFPR and aMSE which indicate that setting
c* equal to two successfully reduces spurious change-points (spikes) which are caused by the occasional extreme
outliers. Moreover, compared to TGUH, TGUHm tends to return fewer false positives. This shows that adding the
unconnected thresholding is preferable as it allows us to use the c* to control the minimum segment width compared
to using connected thresholding alone.

Figures B and B show that when the simulated data only contain short segments, TGUHm still performs very well
by showing excellent results in terms of aTPRsh and aMSE without excess false positives. Besides TGUHm, the
TGUH1, TGUH, Copy12, and FDRSeg methods do well in terms of estimating short segments. CBS also performs
well in estimating short segments for the standard Gaussian noise but it is not as good as those methods when the
noise is the Gaussian mixture noise. It also shows poor performance in terms of aTPRsh when the true function only
contains an isolated short segment in the middle of a very long segment as shown in Figure B. The FDRSeg method,
while showing good performance for short test signals, it is sensitive to occasional extremely noisy observations. This
reflects in larger aFPR and aMSE for Gaussian mixture noise.

Compare to the other methods, CumSeg and Copy40 tend to miss some change-points and fail to estimate short
segments even for low level of noise contamination. This also indicates that the performance of CopyNumber method
is sensitive to the selection of «. Therefore, in practice, it may be necessary to test a number of « values to find the
optimal one.

To see the trade-off between TPR and FPR, ROC curves of each of the simulations across different noise levels are
considered and the corresponding area under the curve (AUC) is reported in Figure B. For both noise types used in
the simulation, it is quite clear that performance in terms of AUC severely deteriorates when the noise level increases.
Specifically, in a very extreme case where there is only a short altered segment in the underlying test function, the
performance of CBS, Copy40, and CumSeg methods are very poor which are shown in panel E and F of Figure .
This is reflected by their AUC scores that drastically drop to 0.5 for noise with standard deviation o greater than 0.1.

Figure B also indicates that te results of TGUHm, TGUH1, and TGUH almost overlap and has better AUC than the
other methods in most of the noise levels considered. This is due to the number of false positive that corresponds
to spikes being very low compared to the number of negative cases. To avoid the issues caused by this condition,
Figure [ shows partial AUC for early retrieval area (F'P < 20). The partial AUC results show that TGUHm method
still provides excellent results over all the noise levels for both noise types considered. Moreover, TGUHm shows
a significant improvement compared to the original TGUH (TGUH1, TGUH) method for the heavier-tailed noise
type that caused extreme outliers in the data (See right column of Figure ). This indicates that TGUHm method
is competent to reduce spurious change-points commonly found in the original TGUH method caused by extreme
outliers.

To investigate the performance of each method in estimating the correct location of each change-point, Figures B show
the proportion of times (from 1000 simulated datasets) that each method detects a change-point at each location along
the sequence. Here, we only show the results for simulated data using the first true function which are contaminated
with noise from a mixture of two normal distributions 0.95 x N (0, 0?) +0.05 x N (0, 302) where o = 0.3; results for
the remaining types of simulated data and basic Gaussian noise can be found in Figures S2-S6 in the Supplementary
Material. Since the results of TGUHm and TGUH almost overlap, we plotted the results of TGUHm and TGUH as
one line.

Based on Figure B, the proposed method TGUHm has the highest sensitivity in terms of detecting short segments while
still showing a relatively good performance in estimating long segments. Most of the methods have narrow ‘peaks’
in the location of the true changes, which indicate the ability of the methods to estimate change-point exactly at the
true location over 1000 iteration. But careful inspection shows that the HaarSeg method has small peaks near the true
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Figure 3: Performance metrics for 1000 replicates of the first test function (see panel A of Figure ). (A) (B) Average
of true positive rate in estimating change-points that corresponds to short segments (aTPRsh). (C) (D) Average true
positive rate (aTPR). (E) (F) Average of false positive rate (aFPR). (G) (H) Average of mean-square error (aMSE)
of the estimated piecewise constant signal to the true function. The left column (panels A,C, E, and F) show results
for i.i.d. Gaussian noise N (0, 02), while the right column (panels B,D, F, and H) show results for noise from a
mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0,02) + 0.05 x N (0, 30?)). For a quick reminder, TGUH1 denotes
both TGUH and TGUHm method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote TGUHm and TGUH method with
c* = 2, respectively. TGUHb denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote
CopyNumber method with -y parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.
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Figure 4: Performance metrics for 1000 replicates of the second test function (see panel B of Figure D). (A) (B) Average
of true positive rate in estimating change-points that corresponds to short segments (aTPRsh). (C) (D) Average of false
positive rate (aFPR). (E) (F) Average of mean-square error (aMSE) of the estimated piecewise constant signal to the
true function. The left column (panels A,C, and E) show results for i.i.d. Gaussian noise N (0, 02), while the right
column (panels B,D, and F) show results for noise from a mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0, 02) +
0.05 x N(0,302)). The aTPR results are omitted as the simulated data only contains short segments. For a quick
reminder, TGUH1 denotes both TGUH and TGUHm method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote TGUHm
and TGUH method with ¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning algorithm.
Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with « parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.
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Figure 5: Performance metrics for 1000 replicates of the third test function (see panel C of Figure [). (A) (B) Average
of true positive rate in estimating change-points that corresponds to short segments (aTPRsh). (C) (D) Average of
false positive rate (aFPR). (E) (F) Average of mean-square error (aMSE) of the estimated piecewise constant signal to
the true function. The left column (panels A,C, and E) show results for i.i.d. Gaussian noise N (0, 02), while the right
column (panels B,D, and F) show results for noise from a mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0, 02) +
0.05 x N(0,30?)). The aTPR results are omitted as the simulated data only contains an isolated short segment. For
a quick reminder, TGUH1 denotes both TGUH and TGUHm method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote
TGUHm and TGUH method with ¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning
algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with ~y parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.
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Figure 6: AUC of ROC of the methods applied to the first, second, and third test functions (Figure [). The left column
(panels A,C, and E) show results for i.i.d. Gaussian noise N (0, 02), while the right column (panels B,D, and F) show
results for noise from a mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0, 2) +0.05 x N (0, 30%)). The first (panels
A and B), second (panels C and D), and third (panels E and F) row correspond to the first, second, and third test
function presented in Figure D, respectively. For a quick reminder, TGUH1 denotes both TGUH and TGUHm method
with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote TGUHm and TGUH method with ¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb
denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with ~
parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.

change-points. This shows the tendency of HaarSeg to produce spurious change-points near the true change-point
locations. This is commonly found in Haar wavelet-based methods and is its main weakness which has successfully
been overcome by our proposed method.

3.2 Real NGS data

To illustrate the types of segments produced in more detail, Figure B presents the results of segmentation based on
TGUHm, TGUH, TGUH1, TGUHb, CBS, HaarSeg, CumSeg, and FDRSeg method in chromosome 8 of patient TMA-
93 Belvedere ef all [POT7] (see Figure S8 of the Supplementary Material for segmentation of the whole genome and
Figure S7 and S9 for segmentation of other patients). Figure B shows that most of the methods except CBS, Copy40,
TGUHDb and CumSeg estimate short segments loss at the position around 50. We know from the simulation study
that CBS, CumSeg, TGUHb And Copy40 are not sensitive to short segments compared to the remaining methods.
This indicates that there may be short altered segments at that region with high probability. TGUHm estimates more
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Figure 7: Partial AUC F'P < 20 of ROC of the methods applied to the first, second, and third test functions (Figure D).
The left column (panels A,C, and E) show results for i.i.d. Gaussian noise N (0, 02), while the right column (panels
B.D, and F) show results for noise from a mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0, 02) +0.05 x N (0, 30%)).
The first (panels A and B), second (panels C and D), and third (panels E and F) row correspond to the first, second, and
third test function presented in Figure D, respectively. For a quick reminder, TGUH1 denotes both TGUH and TGUHm
method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote TGUHm and TGUH method with c¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb
denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with ~
parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.

short segments than Copy12 but less than HaarSeg and FDRSeg which corresponds to results from the simulation,
where we have seen that Copy12 is less sensitive to short segments while both HaarSeg and FDRSeg tend to form
more false positives than TGUHm. This feature is found not only in NGS data but also in aCGH data as presented in
Figure S10-S12 of the Supplementary Material.

In more detail, Table [ shows the list of altered regions on TGUHm CNA estimate of chromosome 8 patient TMA- 93.
TGUHm method indicates loss at position 48-52 covers around 1Mb from 7,05Mb to 7,8Mb of patient TMA- 93
chromosome 8. It has been known that some of DEFA and DEFB genes are maps within those locations [Cunningham
ef-all, 2021]. The DEFA and DEFB or « and (5 defensins are small cationic antimicrobial peptides which contribute
to kill bacteria, fungi, and enveloped viruses by disruption of the microbial membrane in phagocytes, the skin, and
the mucosa (including that of the lung) [Hiemsfra, P006G]. It means that the estimated short altered segment indicates
deletion of DEFA and DEFB in TMA- 93 patient. There is also MYC gene that is maps in altered region between
106,2Mb — 146,25Mb. Previous study from Baykara et al] [20T5] has shown that the amplification MYC gene highly
correlated to lung cancer.
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Figure 8: Proportion of times a change-point is estimated against location out of 1000 simulated datasets contaminated
with a mixture of two Gaussian distributions 0.95 x N (0,02) + 0.05 x N(0,302) for 02 = 0.32. The dots denote
the proportion of detection at locations where there are actual change-points. The grey solid line is the corresponding
test function, repeated here from panel A of Figure [ for ease of reference. The left and right vertical axis show the
proportion of replicates where a change-point is estimated and the corresponding test function’s height, respectively.
For a quick reminder, TGUHI denotes both TGUH and TGUHm method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH de-
note TGUHm and TGUH method with ¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning
algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with + parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.
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Table 1: List of altered regions on TGUHmM CNA estimate of chromosome 8 Patient TMA- 93 (which corresponds to
panel B of Figure B).

Aberration Location on chromosome 8
Deletion 7,05Mb - 7,8Mb
Amplification 12,15Mb - 19,8Mb
Deletion 19,95Mb — 35,0Mb
Amplification 35,25Mb - 37,2Mb

Amplification 106,2Mb — 146,25Mb

In the context of squamous cell carcinoma lung cancer, several subsequent studies including analysis across samples
are needed to investigate the association between lung cancer and the indicated altered segments. Even though our
method only can be used for analyze CNA per sample, its segmentation result still holds a crucial role to provide
possible genes candidate to be analysed further.

Moreover, in this example, the differences between TGUH and TGUHm are clearly seen. We can identify spikes (due
to extreme single points) produced by TGUHI1 (¢* = 1) which are completely removed by TGUHm (c¢* = 2). While
the standard TGUH without the unconnected thresholding could not remove all those spikes, even when we set ¢* = 2.
Since we do not know the truth in real data, it is difficult to confirm whether the spikes are real changes or not although,
given that they are single points, we expect a priori that they are not. However, these results indicate that one should
consider TGUHm when it is appropriate to assume a value for the minimum segment length c*.

4 Discussion and Concluding Remarks

In this article, we have adapted the TGUH method for use with copy number data by modifying its thresholding
technique so that it is no longer constrained to the ‘unary-binary tree’ structure; we call this adaptation the TGUHm
method. This modification aims to address the tendency of the standard TGUH method to overestimate CNA ‘spikes’
when there are isolated points with extremely high CNA ratios as frequently seen in real data. By modifying the
thresholding procedure, the TGUHm method is shown to be successful in reducing those spikes. Our experience
suggests that setting c* to two gives the most benefit in terms of reducing the occurrences of single-point spikes in the
segmented CNA. When ¢* is increased further to three, four, or even five, say, the results are very similar to ¢* = 2
as shown in Figure S13-15 of the Supplementary Material. This indicates that, for reasonably low values of c* > 2,
the conclusion is not sensitive to the choice of ¢*. Therefore, if users do not generally know the minimum length
of expected altered segments, we suggest ¢* = 2 as it provides a significant improvement to the performance of the
method. We speculate that the need for a high ¢* value may arise in a case with correlated noise.

Our results also suggest that the method has good operating characteristics to detect segments of different sizes. Some
methods may have a tendency to identify more short segments or long segments. The proposed methods demonstrably
work well for both short and long segments. This result becomes increasingly crucial in the case of low-coverage NGS
data such as is the case in this study. This is because, for example, a 1 Mb segment is represented by only 5-7 windows
or data points [Gusnanfo ef-all, DUIT4]. In this case, segmentation methods are tested to the limit of detection, and the
choice of the method becomes crucial. In the context of high-coverage NGS data, then the same 1 Mb segment can be
represented by hundreds of points. In such cases, we expect that most of the segmentation methods will perform well
with very little difference between their results.

It is interesting to note that, in general, the main advantage of the wavelet approach is its ability to decompose data
and represent them as a series of coefficients at several scales. This enables us to scrutinize the data variability at
different scales and identify the wavelet coefficients that belong to the noise terms. Moreover, the proposed method is
able to adjust the location of the jumps in the unbalanced Haar wavelets to match the likely structure of the signal at
hand which result in more precise change-point location estimates than alternatives based on traditional balanced Haar
wavelets. This advantage has made the proposed method viable for CNA segmentation.

Even though it has been shown that the proposed methods perform well in identifying change-points where the data
contain Gaussian noise with constant variance, analysing data with more complex noise structures is still challenging.
This is a subject for future research and more work will be needed to further improve the TGUHm method in this
setting. Lastly, as shown in the Supplementary Material, it is worth noting that the proposed TGUHm method is of
general use in terms of CNA data produced by different technologies such as aCGH arrays.
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Figure 9: CNA estimate as a result of segmentation of chromosome 8 in patient TMA-93. (A) The copy number
ratio data of chromosome 8 in Patient TMA-93. (B) TGUHm segmentation (the detailed location of altered regions
are shown on Table M). (C) TGUHI1 segmentation. (D) TGUH segmentation. (E) TGUHb segmentation. (F) CBS
segmentation, (G) HaarSeg segmentation, (H) CopyNumber segmentation with v = 12 and (I) v = 40, (J) CumSeg
segmentation, and (K) FDRSeg segmentation. For a quick reminder, TGUHI1 denotes both TGUH and TGUHm
method with ¢* = 1 while TGUHm and TGUH denote TGUHm and TGUH method with ¢* = 2, respectively. TGUHb
denotes TGUH method with a localised pruning algorithm. Copy12 and Copy40 denote CopyNumber method with ~
parameter equal to 12 and 40, respectively.
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