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Highlights

1 We present PySTACHIO, a refined version of our spot tracking algorithm

We demonstrate highly improved performance over previous MATLAB versions
PySTACHIO can accurately estimate stoichiometries and 2D diffusionientSf
Performance is comparable to statd-the-art packages on challenge data

PySTARBIO has both GUI and command line interfaces and can be hosted as a web app
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Abstract

As cameragixel arrayshave grown larger and fasteand opticalmicroscopy techniges ever more
refined, there has been an explosion in the quantity of data acquired during rdidimamicrocopy.
At the singlemolecule level, analysis involves multiple steps andrapidlybecome
computationally expensive, in some cagasactableon office workstatios. Complex bespoke
software can present highctivationbarriersto entry for new usersHere we redevelop our
guantitativesinglemolecule analysisutinesinto an optimized and extensible Pythpnogram,

with GUI and commantine implementations to facilitate use on local machines and remote
clusters, by beginners and advanced users alike. We demonstratgspatformance is on par with
previousMATLABmMplementatiors but runsan order of magnitude fasteWe testedit against
challenge data and demonstraiis performance is comparable to statd-the-art analysis
platforms.We show the codeanextractfluorescencentensity valuedor single reporter dye
moleculesand, using thesgestimate molecular stoichiometriemd celular copy numbers of
fluorescentlylabeled biomoleculedt canevaluate2Ddiffusion coefficients fothe characteristically
short singleparticle tracking dataTo facilitate benchmarkinge include data simulation routines to
compare different aalysis programs. Finally, we show titatorks with 2color data andenables
colocalizatioranalysisased on overlap integtion, to infer interactionsdetween differently
labelled biomoleculeBy making this freely available veém to make complexight microscopy
singlemoleculeanalysis morelemocratized
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1. Introduction

Cell biology was transformed ltlye advent of superesolutionmicroscopy, a sutheme of which is
singlemoleculelocalizationmicroscopy(SMLM)1]. SMLMtechniquesdetermine the spatial

location ofsingle fluorophores to below thepticaldiffraction limit by fiting a point spread function
(PSF)o the experimentally acquired imagedaeh ese | ocal i z at pomtiflist c an
methodto reconstruct a single or time series sugesoledimage, as ifPhotoActivated Light
Microscopy PALN) [2] and Stochastt Optical Reconstruction Microsco&TORM[3], or single
molecules or clusters can be tracked as a function of time while quantifying their intensity and
diffusion coefftients[4]{7]. Particularly, analysis of intensity and stejse photobleaching has
become a powerful tool to measure the stoichiomefiye. the number of fluoresmtly labelled
biomolecules present in any given tracked objeatyl copy number of molecular complexes in cells
[8]-14]. Multiple algorithms and software packageave been written and made available to
researchers to analyzbese supeiresolution microscopgata either as standalone suites or as
plugins for popular image analysis programs such as Inja§eHowever, limited software tools

are available fostoichiometry determination and none are available, to our knowledge, exploiting
the speed and extensibility of Python.

Existing superesolutionlocalizationsoftware has been extensively reviewed and compdi&y,

[17] but we discuss some of the more popular packages armong the most populasuper
resolution reconstruction packagsThunderSTORIA8], a multipurpose tool which is capable of
reconstructing data from both STORM and PALM, techniques which both work to increase the
temporal and spatial separation of emitting fluorophores so that the point spread function (usually
approximated as a 2D Gaussiatensity profiles in the focal plagjean be fit to ondluorescence
emitter only. ThunderSTORM is a powerful and flexible tooltdoich gives higsub-pixel
reconstruction accuragyalthoughfor this to be the case the experiment must be optimized for and
performed on fixed cells, and as a result dynamic information suthaagmbodied within effective
diffusion coefficients are in general inaccessiSlenilar approaches are also shared by ofhapular
algorithms such as RainSTORMI, QuickPALNRO] and DAOSTORJ1] which again produce high
spatial resolution with the caveat that there is no tempdrdbrmation. Howeverin the case of



DAOSTORM, multiple point spread function fits allow the reconstructible density of fluorophores to
rise by @proximately sevenfold, while QuickPALM also includes utilities for 3D reconstruction and
drift correction, processes that would generally be included in a larger-pattkage workflow.

Some routines have also been developed based not on classicaltaigebut on machine learning

in the case of 3B5(t a n d i Baygesiah analysi$ of bleaching and blinKifi22], which hold the
promise of more efficient analysis ofdge timeseries data but which require careful interpretation

of the results as well as considered choice of models and priors in the cBageaxfiarstatistics.

Away from STORM/PALpe static reconstructionmany codes have been developed to find

individual foci in noisy liveell microscopy data. In generalassical algorithms in the same class as
PySTACHIO and ADEMSCode operate through identification of local intensity maxima, though some
include prefiltering steps such as Gaussian filterjag]{27], Laplacian of Gaussi§2b], [26], [28]

wavelet productg29], [30] or deconvolutior{f31]. In general, a functional foris then fitto

detected peaks (commonly Gaussian but occasionally Loref@2ign though in some cases

locaization itself is done using adaptive thresholding methf#§. PySTACHIO and ADEMSCode

both use Gaussian filtering, peak detection, inignghreshold masking, and finally iterative

Gaussian fitting, meaning spot detection in PySTACHIO is comparable tofdtateart methods.

Having found spots in individual image stack frames, the challenge is tltemtaile these into

individual focudrajectories. Here, PySTACHIO and ADEMSCode use the most conservative approach,
which is to link spots between frames based on distance thresholding, as some other algorithms do
[30], though some also include thresholding on the shape of the fitted Gaussian function to

determine whether two foci are the same particle. However, more exotic algorithms are also in use
today, such as multiple hypothesis trackiBg], probabilistic data associatiqB4], and nearest

neighbor assignmerj24]. Many of these also make useofc@m | | ed ‘ dr oppe[d] fr ame’
—that is to say, if a spot exists in a positian))(in framen, is not deteted in framen+1, but is
localized near toxy) in framen+2t he traj ectory is accepted and t he

in a posterioriWhile this has been shown to work well in some systems, we use the conservative
strict-linking method in PySNCHIO to avoid the risk of iiaking in the highly crowded and
diffusive live cell environment.

After tracking, manyackagesre available for pogprocessing either trajectories or spot
intensities. Spot diffusion can lamalyzed to extract physicallglevant properties such as the
diffusion coefficient, or to elucidate modes of motieme. tethered, semtethered or free diffusion,
for example by trajectory postprocessing with SiAglelecule Analysis by Unsupervised Gibbs
sampling (SMAUG35] which uses a machine learning approach to undercover tfiesithn states
underlying the determined fluorophore trajectorieSimilarly, Bayesian approaches may be used to
identify single fluorophore bleaching steps to estimate stoichiome{86% However, these are
generally used after the tracking and trajectory determination has taken place and are more
accurately classifieds postprocessing packages.

In Pythonsome singlemolecule tracking codes have been developgeakpy is based on the
commonly used Crocker and Greir algoritf#d] andrecently TRAIT2[37] has also been
developed Howeverthese packages are not capablenodlecularstoichiometry analysidn this
paper, we present PySTACHIO, a standakinglemoleculeimage analysis framework written in
Python 38 and basedn our originalMATLAEMathWorks)framework[38], that had been
developed and improved from a rangeedrliercore algorithms implementboth inMATLAB39]
and LabVIEWAO0], [41](NI), but used a MATLAB/ersionand librarieghat gaveimprovements in
computational speedhroughparallelization of key For Loop structuff@. Givensinglemolecule



photobleat image series, PySTACH&xks moleculgositionsdetected in the focal plane of the
fluorescence microscopes a function of time and calculates their stoichiometry and diffusion
coefficients.lt fits a kernel density function to the masured backgroundorrected intensities and
produces an estimate of thiguorescenceantensitydenoted adsingle that corresponds to the
characteristic brightness of a sindleorophoremolecule integrated over all pixels in the central
circular region of the PSF minus any contributions due to local background such as camera noise,
sample autofluorescence and of fluorophores that are not in the focal plane but still contribute
fluorescerte detectedby the camera detectorThis Isingle estimate can be used alongside
interpolationand model fits of the fluorophore photobleaching probabitibygive the initial
fluorescence intensity to estimate the stoichiometriedetectedfluorescencdociandestimate

the total copy humbers diuorescence emitter inside individuahole cellslt includesan easy to

use GUWhich is configured to be installable as a web hosted apghé time of writing we have a
demonstration instance available for public yiss well as a commaddhe tool which may be used

to run PySTACHIO on batches of data on remote clusters. PySTACHIO is written to be both modular
and extensible and we hope that this skeleton application will be further devdlbgesand others

in the future

2. Methods

Theunderlying principles of PySTACHIO are the same asithose previous cod§38]. In brief, the
algorithm works by generating candidétaorescent focfrom the raw image using an optional
Gaussian blur followed by a tdyat transformation todetect the backgroundThe image is then
binarized, with the threshold automatically determingdr the peak of the pixel intensity
histogram.A series of morphological opening and clogsgsed to determine candidate pixels
associated with individual fluorescent fo@ihe center coordinates are then optimized through
iterative Gaussian masking whiwhen convergedeports the central position to supixel accuracy
with a precision related to the number of photons received from the fluorophore and the pixel size
(a general rule of thumb for 5 ms exposure and a standard green fluorescent pitutelateral

spatial precisiors ~40 nm)Candidatdoci are then assessed for sigratnoise ratio (SNR) by
comparing the integrated intensity within a 5 pixel radius of the candidate center coordinate with
the standard deviation of the pixel intensitieside alarger17x17 pixebquarecentered on the
fluorescent focusenter, excluding those within the center circle. Those that fall below the threshold
(typically 0.4whose value is informed kin vitro calibration datausingsurface immobilized
fluorophores[10] combined with edgepreserving filtersapplied to the timeresolved data that allow
singlemolecule bleach steps to be detected diredd2]) are then removed from the candidateci

list, while the remainingaccepted focarethen corrected for local background by subtraction of the
mean of the intensities of thiocalbackground pixelsithin the 17x17 pixel square but excluding

the 5 pixel radius circle

Foci detectedn successive fraes arethen linked intoparticletrajectoriesif the distance between
them falls between a usesettable parameter, by default 5 pixddased around the typical width of
the PSFspecificallyapproximately thefull width at half maximum of a single GFPletulePSFri

our singlemoleculemicroscopd43]. The lirkedfociare built up into a trajectory which is written to
a file alongside key information at that framaamely intensityfoci widths, and SNRalues These
are trivially read in for pogprocessing or visualization either with PySTACHIO orawiginge of
bespoke softwarelf two trajectories collide, both are terminated at that frame at the coincident
locussince this results in the lowest likelihood for incorrect linking of nearby fluorescent foci, but
trivial usermodification of this criterion cagnablelinking-decision criteria based on physical
parameters such as foci intensity generate much longer trajectories if requirgth].



Singlemoleculefociintensities, Isingle, are estimated by taking the backgrecmatected intensities
as calculated above for ddici, or optionally for allfociin the final half of thedataacquisitionin

which most of the sample has been photobleach&le intensities are then binned into a histogram,
and a kernel densitjunction estimate (KDHE) 2] fitted usingthe gaussian_kde routine from scipy
with a kernel width set t®.7 (set on the basis of typical estimates to sizesgidle compared to the
background nois@45]). The peak of this fit is then foundnd this is taken to be the Isingle value.
Though we do not explicitly calculate or propagate errors on Isingle values (or other estimated
values) an error bar may be estimated by taking full width at half maximum value of the peak in
the KDE plot which corresponds to Isingete however that thispproachrelies on having good
singlemolecule data as an input to the routirehe data should for example be fairly low density,
either monomeric fluorophores or photobleaching over the course of the acquisi@ote Isingle is
found, it can be set as a parameter for future analysis runs rather than calculating it each time. Using
the Isingle value, thenolecularstoichiometry is found foeachfluorescent focudy dividing its total
integrated intensity by the Isingle value to gihe value for the number of fluorophores present in
that focus For trajectories which begin in the first four frames of the acquisition, we fit a straight
line to the first threeintensityvalues of the trajectory and extrapolate back to the initial intensity,
which is used to generate a stoichiometry value corrected for photobleachilvgear fit isusedasa
compromise approximation to the expected exponential photobleach probability function, ince
approximates the initigboints of an exponential decay for higher stoichiomdtrgi to acceptable
accuracy, but alsfits theflat linear section of a steprise photobleaclof a lower stoichiometry
fluorescentfocusduring which potentially no photobleaching may have occuf#&]. Other
methods for stoichiometry determination involve counting the number of steps dir@tTly This
works well for low copy number proteins in higiNRenvironments where single steps are easily
resolvedbut is less general, although has been automatethg methods such as Hidden Markov
modelling[48].

Diffusion coefficients are generated from the detected trajectorieplojting the mean squared
displacement as a function of time for each diffusing partithe initial section of thenean squared
displacemen{MSD) vstime interval relation for each tracked focus (by default, the fiostr time
intervals values) ighen fit with astraight line andits gradient and intercept extracted®y default,
the fitting algorithm constrains #intercept to be the known localization precisifhis is a
limitation of the current implementatior-other work as demonstrated that in the presence of
camera blur and other errors this assumption may be fa4i8)]). The diffusion coefficient is then
given as the gradient divided ligur for 2D dffusionin the lateral focal plane of the microscape
Typically trajectories offive frames or fewer are disregarded from the diffusion analysig this
parameter may be modified by the user to accountltarger or shorter duration trajectories
dependng on their specific imaging conditions.

Simulated diffusing and photobleaching fluoresctrti are created with an initialljpseuderandom
position. Ifthe diffusion coefficient is nomerg, the fluorophore isassigned pseuderandom
displacement drawifrom a distribution designed to give the input diffusion coefficientigm t - .
Thefoci photobleach after seuderandom time, the scale of which is set by a uset bleachtime
parameter.If the maximum stoichiometry is aboveniolecule each initikfluorescent focuss given
apseuderandom number of fluorophores and hence has intensity n*Isingle. After each frame, each
fluorophorehas a probabilityf photobleaching and those that do have their brightness removed
from the simulation while the others remain. This static probability of photobleaching on each frame
mimics thestep-wisephotobleaching behavior of clusters of fluorophowesd can be usetbr Isingle
analysis (see Figure Xote that herethat unlike stateof-the-art fluorescence simulation packages
(e.g. FluoSinb0]) we do not seek to model exact fluorophore photophysics so parameters such as
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fluorescence lifetime, photoblinking, and emission distributions are neglected. Instead, in
PySTACHIO the desired number of fluoropharese seeded in an “on” (or em
stochastically photobleach with a ussettable probability per frame which leads to an overall
exponential decay of emitterg\fter photobleaching, fluorophores do not return to the on state.
Fluorophores pbtobleach with a uniform probability of photobleaching at any point within a frame
exposure. To simulate this, we generate a uniform random number between 0 and 1 and give the
following frame that fraction of Isingle in addition to the n*Isingle that ite®es due to the

emitters in the on stateDuring diffusion simulations, fluorophore movement occurs as a step at the
end of each frame and the fluorophores are assumed to be static throughout the frame integration
time —an assumption which significanilyproves computationagfficiency,but which could be
improved in later version of the codebasimilarly, we do not model fluorophores diffusing in and
out of the plane of focus which would require not only 3D diffusion but also a 3D ponet@dsp
function, increasing computational complexity considerably.

A graphicaliserinterface(GUI)which runs locally in a browser window was written ugphatly

Dash and is capable of selecting files, running analysis, changing parameters, and shagg res

and simulated data on separatetab®n t he command | i ne, we make wuse
multiprocessing module to parallelize the tracking portion of theecading multiple CPU corésa

way analogous to OpenMPySTACHIO is not G&tdelerated at thisme.

The overall workflow of PySTACHIO is given in flowchart form in Figure l1a.



3. Results
3.1 PySTACHIO performell at identifyingfociin simulated data

Figure 1b showsimulated imagealata with crossesverlaidat the detected positions of simulated
fluorophores, where the simulation parametengretakento be consistent witlexperimentally
observed valueflsingle=1M00 bg_mean=500 bg_std=120 num_spots=10 frame_size=(128,128)
diffusion_coeff=1.0 pixel_sizeAR0 [these are the default simulation parameters for both the
installable PySTACHIO and the virglsted instance])By measuring detected positions and
comparing to the known simulated ground truth, we can plot the root mean squared error (Figure
1c). We wote that that these errors are supixel in scale with the modal error being arouna O.
pixels, a distance in our simulation of approxima@dynm, comparable to previous experimental
findings[51]. In Figure 1b, we see that in this case out of ten spgtis optimal parameter choices
(snr_filter_cutoff=0.4 bw_threshold_tolerance=0.8 num_frames=2 subarray_halfwidth=8
inner_mask_radius=3 max_displacement=7 filterage=Gaussian min_traj_le?)all tenare

detected, which is consistent with (though slightly superior to) previous detection accuracies with
this method[38] —however, this is highly dependent on welptimized parameter choices

We have also applied PySTACHIO to previously generated challende/dasing the SNR=4

diffusing data set which was noted to be the threshold for most packages to reliable ragodve

spots. Run on single frames with apal parameter choicenr_filter _cutoff=0.6 num_frames=100
pixel_size=0.067 bw_threshold_tolerance=0.5 subarray_halfwidth=8 struct_disk_radius=10
inner_mask_radius=3 max_displacement=7 filter_image=Gaussian min_traj),lere=find that 83
100% of spotsare identified, with an average detection rate 92%ere, we used a radius cutoff of 2
pixels to discriminate between false and true positivealse positives range between 0 and 4 per
frame with an average 1.3 false positive spots per frame (note that each simulated frame here has
ca.50 spots so this represents a low percentage error). Per frame, we find between 0 and 12 false
negatives with amverage of 5.5 false negatives per frame. This is consistent with PySTACHIO and
ADEMSCode performance on other trial datae find that in general false negatives outnumber
false positives as spots are discarded which are too ¢tapetherandcannot be found if they are

too close to the frame edge, as the bounding box would then extend beyond the frame itself. With
these detection and error rates, we report a frafog-frame Jaccard similarity index 6180, mean
0.91.Compared to the grounttuth data, we find a root mean square localization error of 0.47
pixels, which at this simulated pixel size corresponds to approximately 30 nm.

However, PySTACHI O's more common operation mode
also discard ay spots which are not part of a trajectory witheangth greater than a usespecified

cutoff (usually three frames). This leads to higher error rates but fewer false positives. Running
PySTACHIO with trajectory linking reflects this. Here, we find anga/érue positive rate of 81.9

(range 66.1% to 92.5%), average false negatives per frame increase to an average of 14.1 false
negatives per frame (range2?), and false positives reduce to an average of 0.5 fadséves per

frame (range &), leadingo an average Jaccard similarity index of 0.81 (range-0.83). We note

here that we do not correct for putat[fi7pwwe ' dr oppe
insist on strict linking where each spot must be detected and localized within the cutoff radius for

each frame step. In the highly diffusive sulbaglalr environment this strict linking increases

confidence in individual tracks though does so at the cost of removing some trajectories from later
analysis.

We alsoused the challenge data to accurately measure the performance of our code compared to
that of our previous version ADEMSCode. We found that with the same parameter set, PySTACHIO



tracked all 100 frames ica.60 s while it took ADEMSCode around 560 s for the same tracking
operation—a speedup in the new version of approximately 10x.

3.2 Simulatirg step-wisephotobleaching

By giving each simulatdtliorescent focus notional number of fluorophores, we can simulate
clusters of proteins. In the simulation parameters, we specify a probability of each fluorophore
photobleaching between simulated frames. To simulate the next frame therefore we iterate through
each fluorghore and generate a uniforipseuderandom number to determine if the fluorophore

has photobleachedrivial modifications also allow users to define different probability distributions
depending on the photophysics of the dye under study and the imagimgoanment) Repeating

this for many frames gives an image where initially brightdecay in stochasticstep-wise

manner with an underlyingxponentialprobability, as seen in Figure 2¥/e have also implemented

the ChungKennedy stegpreserving fiker [12] here which is shown as an inset to Figure 2b

3.3 Single fluorophore brightssdetermination,and measuringstoichiometry

Tracking the intensity of all thfeciacross all frames we can form a histogram and approximate this
with a Gaussian kernel density function with a specified bandwidth. By taking the peaklobthis
we approximate the underlying Isingle value,,the integrated intensity of a single molecule
(Figure 2a). Dividing the initial brightness of tbeus we can find the number of fluorophores that
compose it, the saalled stoichiometry. We estimatbe t=0 intensity of thdocusby fitting the
intensities of thefocusin the second, third, and fourth frames with a straight line and extrapolating
this back to the first framéo approximately correct for photobleachinghis extrapolated

brightness ighen divided by the Isingle value to give the stoichiometry. Testing this on simulated
data gives excellent agreement with the input ground truth values (Figurét 28asy to modify

the form of the interpolation function as required, for example &ewan exponential interpolation,
however, a straight line we found to be a pragmatic compromise to both approximate a short
section of an exponentigdhotobleaching responskinction but also provide reasonable
interpolation in instances where no photoblgaing of track foci had actually occurrfmt which
exponential interpolation would be unphysical.

3.4 Generating trajectories for simulated diffusing fluorophores

By comparing localizefdci between frames and applyirgdistance thresholdve work out which

pairs offociare likely to be the same molecule. These have their positions linked between frames to
form a trajectory.Comparing the input ground truth to the measured trajectory (Figure 3a) shows an
excellent level of correspondence, with the same dlisttion of absolute errors as in Figure 1c.

3.5 Determining diffusion coefficients in simulated data

Todeterminethe diffusion coefficient for eactracked fluorescent focysve begin by plotting the
MSDagainst timenterval, T (Figure 3b). According to Brownian motion, these plots should be a
straight line whose gradient is four times the diffusion coefficient. We therefore fit a straight line
and extract the gradient to estimate the diffusion coefficient. In order to avoidekiasie to
unusually long trajectoriefly defaultwe take only the first four MSD plot points, and we weitjt
linearfit to these towards the lowet values containing more pointn our previous MATLAB
implementation this was also constrained suchtttiee intercept of the fit passed through the
known localization precisiofhe default settingn PySTACHI&erforms an unconstrained fit to
cover instances where users have nmasuredhe localizatiorprecision;however, we found that
the averag@ diffusion coefficient estimate is still within errors of the ground truis.we see in



Figure 3c thestraightline fits give a distribution of valuesenteredaround the simulated ground

truth. Running and trackingn simulationsat each simulated diision coefficientwe build up
statistics as in Figure 3d. Although the spreads are relatively high, the ground truth line hits each
interquartile range which for singlmolecule data is an acceptable level of accursi¢g.note

however that in general ougstimations skewnarginallylower than the ground truth values. We
hypothesize this to be due to the stégngth distributions in each simulation. As diffusion coefficient
increases, the chance of a fluorophore moving a step length greater than our distatuff for a
fluorophore to be linked between successive frames goes up. Because of this, trajectories may be
split into two parts, each of which necessarily contains the leaymyarentdiffusion parts of the
trajectory. Although this is a weaknesssitbmmon to all distaneceutoff methods and underlines

the need for thoughtful selection of parameters based on fluorophore density and the physical
properties of the system under investigatioNe also note that this small bias is in all case
significanty less than the standard deviation.

3.6 PySTACHIO computational efficienc

Figure 4 shows theomputationalscaling of PySTACHIO with common variables. In Figure 4a, the
scaling of PySTACHIO shows the expected quadratic se#tingame sizethough with anartefact

for low frame sizesThese simulations were performed with a fixed number of simulédethnd as
such as the frame size increases the effectiveusdensity is reduced. This is correlated with a
decrease in overall runtime despite the largearhe. We hypothesize thah some circumstances
Gaussian maskirgantake significantly longer to converge in the case that there are two or more
fluorophores in clos@roximity that lead to heightenedr irregular local backgroundkading to
overallprofiling of the Gaussian masking to get a higher standard deviation of runtime as shown in
Supplementary Figure. Between the 64x64 and 128x128 pixel simulations therefore the higher
overhead of the larger frame is outweighed by the cost savings of fllores which are more
spatially separated.

In Figure 4b we see the scaling due to numbeoof(though with a large enough frame size that

the fluorophores remain spatially separated), while in Figure 4c the scaling due to number of frames.
In each casehie scaling ifinear, which is the expected behavior given the Ogbgling

considerations in each case.

3.7 GUI and terminal modes

As well as being run in the terminal, plotly.dash was used to create a brdoased dashboard.
Here, users can select files toacking and posprocessing and change key parameters to observe
their effect on results. Users can also choose to simulate data within the GUI application and is
therefore most suited to smaller datasets, new users, or explorgpogiminary analysis.

By contrast, the terminal applicati®supports batch processing and runs in headless nvaitte

results written to files including graph generation for usual usage modes, such as stoichiometry
calculation, diffusion coefficient calculation, and so on. Usagthe command line is in the

following format:PySTACHIO.py tasks file_root keyword_aitgsre tasks is oneranore fromtrack
simulatepostprocess viewhere the arguments must be separated by commas but without spaces;
file_rootis the path and root nae of the file to be tracked (if in simulation mode, this is used for
output files) and should be specified without the .tif extension. This root is used also for all the
output files and plotskeyword_argsllow the user to specify individual parameteosoverride
defaults, e.gsnr=0.5The command line implementation can therefore be trivially used to script
convergence tests across a range of parameters, producing graphs for each condition.



3.8 Visible opy number analysis

If the user supplies binarycdl mask in .tif format where pixels of value O represent background,
value 1 pixels belong to cellRysSTACHIO will find the integrated and backgrenamcected

intensity for each cell in the first bright frame and report an approximate copy nufiobénat

segmented binary large object (BLOB), valuable for users who wish to know how many fluorescently
labelledbiomoleculesare, for example, present in any given single biological dalliler tests (see

Figure 5a) we simulated 100 fluorophogeseuderandomly distributed in a 3D relike bacterialcell

typical of many light microscopy investigatioftsgused at the mid@ne of the cellWe performed

this ten times with varying noise. Thaeantotal copy number wa89+ 0.2(S.E.M,once corrected

for the presence of any of otfocatplane fluorescencgsl].

3.9 Linkingfociin duakcolor experiments

For two-color experimentspften employed to enable whether different biomolecules in a cell
interact with each otherthe colorchannels are analyzed separataditially as for single color
microscopy The trackedocidata for each position are used to generate the distances between each
setof fluorophores between frameis each channeFocipairs with a distance highdihan a user
settable cutoff (defaultfive pixels) are discarded. The rest hareoverlap integral calculated using
their fitted Gaussian widths, and if this integral is above a threshold the pairs are taken to be
colocalized39]. In experimentablata, such putativecolocalization cathen be indicative of binding
between tagged moleculest least to within the experimental localization precision of typically a
few tens of nanometers

Tests on simulated data (Figure 5b) show that the algorithmkswarell in higtENRegimes, with all
locatedfoci correctly linked. However, the simulated data has various simplifications not present in
real data. First, simulatetivo colordata has perfect registrationetween channelswhile for real
datachannelscan be misaligned or contain chromadied other aberrationsiecessitatindinear or
affine transformation between channels and tracKedi data. Depending othe microscofe this

may introduce a significant source of error. In simulated datafdleare highSNRand have the

same SNR across colors which is generally not true for real life data and again introduces error.
Careful interpretation of output data is therefore necessary.

3.10 Comparison to live cell data

We compared PySTACHI(pteviously desébe singlemolecule localization databtained from a
study ofa fluorescently labeletranscription factorMig1, insidelive budding yeast cel[4] and
analyzed trajectories fdioci stoichiometries. Our results (Figure 5 panetd ¢) show good
agreement with previously described resulfsfitted Gaussian kernel density estimati&iows a
peak at4.4which ashalf width at half maximum 4.5, a range which is within error of published
resultsfor a cluster size of associatétigl moleculeq4], [46].

4 Discussion

Our singlemolecule analysis software has been translated into Python and ivoetwmeen 10 and

20x faster than théATLABmplementation It alsohas a usefriendly interface alongside a simple
to-script command line interface for power users. Our results work well on simulated data and are
comparable to previous analyses of expegital data.

PySTACHIO is capable not only of tracking particles and track analysis but also simulation and
molecularstoichiometry calculation for even high (:080s) stoichiometries. It is written entirely in
Python3.8 and free packages fdtython andswritten in a modular and extensible wag facilitate

10



customization for a wide array of image analysis projects. PySTACHIO is released ukili€r the
license allowing anyone to download and modify our code at any time. We hope therefore that our
program wil be accessible for new users and democratize image analysis as well as forming a basis
for advanced users to interrogate their data in deg®articularly there is enormous potential to
integrate PySTACHIO into rec&ython microscopeontrol software[52], [53]

Code availabilityThePySTACHI®ourceis available to download from GitHub at
https://github.com/ejh516/pystachio-smt. A static version of the code used for this publication is
available via Zenod®4]. PySTACHMIl soon be availablas an installable packagas PyPl as
pystachiesmt A welrhosted instance is available at the time of writing for public use which
contains the key utilities of the code as desedlio enable users to explore its functionality prior to
downloading locally and adapting to their own specific needs. Details of how to access this web
version are available in the GitHub.
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Figure 1:a) Flowchart of the PySTACHIO workflow; b) simulatedwliiteidentified foci indicated

with red crossesHere, thefoci were simulated with Isingle 14,000, pixels were 120x120nm in size,
and the background had mean and standard deviation 500 and 120 counts respectj\itpr on
simulatedfociin pixel units Bar: lum.
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displacement (MSD) plots for diffusing fluorophores; c) histogram of measured diffusion coefficients;
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coefficients.Here the orange centrdihe is the mean, with the box itself representing interquartile
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