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Abstract

Alzheimer’s disease is a kind of neurodegenerative disease which mainly occurs in the elderly.
Because the course of the disease is irreversible and incurable, it is of great significance to find the
early stage of the disease and take targeted treatment measures. In this paper, the three-classifi-
cation and five-classification diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease are performed based on brain
structural characteristics and cognitive behavioral characteristics, supplemented by demographic
characteristics and biomarkers. After the data is pre-processed, Random Forest is used to sort the
importance of features. According to the sorting results and the performance of each feature com-
bination in the machine learning models, 15 and 21 features are selected respectively for training
machine learning models such as Random Forest, GBDT, CatBoost, LightGBM and XGBoost. The
results show that LightGBM and XGBoost have excellent performance in the three-classification
and five-classification diagnosis of Alzheimer's disease, with classification accuracy of 99.25% and
95.94%, and F1-score of 99.25% and 95.92%, respectively. After the five-fold cross validation, the
performance and stability of the above models are excellent. Finally, the characteristics selected
from the two diagnoses are compared, and some suggestions are put forward for the future diag-
nosis of Alzheimer’s disease.
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1. 518

B IR K g BRAE (Alzheimer’s disease, AD)q&— Fcii s Hdk e 2212 i 2B AT PR [1] o X PRI
ZRT 65 L UL EMZEN, FERINAZAE SREMG . e 28t AR TR N AR R A
&, HATRBKAEW 5500 5 ANEA AD, BHIET ABBAEZERIN[2]. 20 R I Bk T 1A
11E# (Cognitively normal, CN). Wit 1Z#4%(Subjective memory complaint, SMC). - 1142 & A 165
(Early mild cognitive impairment, EMCI). I #14% £ )\ 1[5 /5 (Late mild cognitive impairment, LMCI)F1 AD.
2P INFIRERS(Mild cognitive impairment, MCI)/2&#E L& EMCI 1 LMCI BN B, #0872 AD B
LR B, BRI 10%E 15%H) MCHIE AN H oy AD [3]. 1841k, EBCH 4R 20A & AD,
Rltk, AR AD FHRBY Be I RSP IR 748 it A B TIREZ i m iR, B#{IK AD Bt
o R, XT AD B2 F EAREERN OB MGG . MR . AR e IR DR A
o GREMITUL EEE R TEEAE RS —E T RTE, I HAERNFED].

BEE N LRREM AWK, THEVAEE AD R IHZEEORTFIEME . HLE87 21 B AT UMK & 1)
=7 HH o 2 S RIEFIAR 2 2 (R A R R4S Tz as 2] AD 4326, B F0 N Dol s {3 37 L7
FERURHIE, TR MLAS S ) W S Fh B3 T 7025 . Kloppel S5 N [AT5 R H 1) 4 5 5 P55 45 55 1) v 4 2 () vp
PLSEEAR R ) R AE SR, K LR m RN CN A1 AD BT 02k, L2 WidEni = oh 89%. Li %%
N [5132 BRI je J2 T i AR AR AN 5 Z AR TR A 245 BAEARHE, R &M SR S A E 5 1) CN
FMCIZEATIX 4, HHERIZR 58 76%F1 80%. Silveira 2 \[6]1# ] PET B KMk 43 116 AMiE»%

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.137290 3053 I Ha it


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.137290
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

A% %

#R[X 35 (Regions of interest, ROI), MHHREUREE, RAEFHEHEG ZA 73258, £ AD il MCI il
33 FHERR 250 1) 4 90.97%F1 79.63%. Wang 25 A [7] 18 565 ROl Z (A1 5E R50, SR 5 K FH IE AL )
LA ) 3 AT R B AT PR, B R )% AdaBoost BEAYSEZEL AD A1 MCI 2. X1 645 A [8]3 FH 3245 1)
S AL VT ARRAE 5 AR R 2 3 5l 20 AT AR 5 4 10 7 B L 90 /A X (40 K o AR A AR AIE , R S 4 el L
4T AD 43251207, 7E CN A1 AD. AD i1 SMC. CN Fil SMC =F 5L~ (I-F- I HERG 2R 737N 94%- 100%
F1 93.6%. ZHHFEE[O1H H P AZ RS Fisher H1 51 73 B BE%T SMRI EUE FR 843 5 KA S8 1247 R ik
PEHL, JFR T SRR R AL AT 70 28, 25756 CN ORI ADL CN AT MCI 6 7 250 1 41 1 HEAff %6
Bk E) 95% LA I o ZERANEA[L01K L1 IE ML RH 7775 N DGk 2 16 58 RS R A &R
HEEE T sSMRI EHE, SRR AR TS AR ENRHE, I F SR M ENLEHT 238, %07E
Xt CN A AD (143 2R UERF 2R 97.66% « X AR S5 N [1 1135 FH BT R 7 1 BR973 5AAZ A48 WU i+ CNLEMCI,
LMCI #1 AD B3, 456 BENUARPRIREAE 58 2V HE P AL T 43 208 B2 00 3 FU A Ial e 45 5 v, EATREMIEIE
B, B RARFEARN LY IENE AR R SR ENL. BP ML, BEHLARAR T B 300 R H & il
Iy RIS AD SRR REAT I 4 2R RUR

ZE FRTIR, XTE AL S S SE AD 2 2Ris Wy, B AN B ERIUARAE R 2 NS M REIE, AT )
CWT IR AR 0 RS W, (RIX G TSR BRI R E RO B —, e TR H A2 E S HXT AD
RIS, AR TIGRRAE R 267 o A SOR T i 25 W R IE A AT REE, AN D4
TS B bR SV RERME AD (143 252 Wik AL, S8l AD 1 =20 FA2 Wikl 100y 2512 1

2. SCIGHUIR
2.1. BERES SR

RSO B SR B 2022 A [E BREE C . R AR AL 2425 2R, Hoh JiMEA 1155
B, LetEAT 1270 f, SFieAE 50 2 92 B 2 Al BRI E I AR YEF B el T &, JFHARZHZ
R AN 2B LB 51 MFIERL R PIFS WA R, FIX SR EEAT 4028, B A A Ry
fiEs INEIATNRFIE. N AT AREAAE bR EIUSE, S5 R4 1 R,

Table 1. Feature classification result

=1L OFHES LR

i &5 VA4 AL INFIAT HFAE UNEE R =t bR ED)
#H 7 30 6 8
K MRI &% R ] 1) B3R FEHEZW. PET BE. WERHE

Horp, BSSHRRAE BRI N A F(CV). k= (Ventricles). IR 7 JZ(Entorhinal)Zs 7 4~ X 345 4
M REAAE s BT I REAE 32 B0 45 I PR 1 R PF 43 & 1 (CDRSB) B R 7% i BRI A 01 T R VP A B 3%
(ADAS-cog)f3 77 1] 5 & JPIRE R & B R (MMSE) 157355 30 MERM 5 NG 2R IE B4 FE (AGE)
P (PTETHCAT). ML%4i(PTRACCAT)% 6 MEAR(EE: AWhs S £ ZAFRENRE D Eed FA I HH
(APOE4)LL J¢ B-TERIFE R F1(ABETA) U A A £ B (FDG) %5 7 Mis il & & .

R R P FS W g5 B R P 2L 2R 12 W4 L (DX-bI) FIBE V5 12 Wi 45 F(DX) . FEZR 12 Wl 2 3 B ok
WHHTIEWIZE 3, 445 CN. SMC. EMCI. LMCI 1 AD TR, 3t 2425 680k, BEV2 g 1
SEPR RS R K E YOk RSN AR 2R, 4 CN. MCI fil AD =F2881, 4Lt 16,222
FHdE . AR T UL BB ARSI AE RIS WHE AT AD B =502 A K2
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2.2. WARTALEE
FEHAT AR W 20T, BEXEIRIAT LR, B mE 1R,

ORI B4 G 2R KT 50 ALE AN S 2 22 1 RPALE
'
MR BA 2 TS R 2 Brd
'
LI W R T E ST R R R A
'
I RB A BB R s

Figure 1. Data preprocessing procedure

B 1 HEmaEidig

T e, X BEAT AR, M AR AR K T SO AE AN 5 B (1 REAE (U0 £ 38 5 B SR 7 M IS
HWR, SHTRATACEE, MBRBEA IZWaE RSl . BIR, STRA D EHRE MBS W 4 BT
FEFRAEAT S, X T 0E B HE 5 F P S I B AT S 7S, 6 T 43 R34 FL T A2 200 i) AR
BT . WG, EARE 0 BB A BUE B B, DU TS SRR B . A HoE Tikk
S B & RFFERS LN 2 Fios .

Table 2. Characteristics before and after preprocessing
= 2. MALERTRFHEIRR

=k SN JEhE Ko

i 485 K R AGE 7 7 7
INHAT NHFAE 14 29 30
N B GEiH 225 E 6 6 6
bR EN) 1 5 8
B 28 47 51

IR AR T E AL 51 MRHIE, ELNBERHALILE, T =0KKBEU S HHdRRE T 28 1M
fE, THT T30 KR FE LS WHT AR T 47 NRFAE, RRAEH0H) 22 7 BAR IR AT R A A= Pbm
EWIXPIRIFLE -

3. Lk
3.1. $FHEERE

FAEIEFAFHLER 2 T P oGNS, BRI AR 5 5% SHE S AR BRI AL, A6t
S P B BACRIEATIN B8 77 BORFAE,  DAPRARAR R S o bk, 3R B R B PR R R W] AR 1 . AR LAt
FHBEHLARM LTS, 20 000t FAL 2R 5 R 252 Wi i SRR U5 2 Wric S IR E AT AR, 45 AR
TRIAR SR & 2 R R R B Bl G #EAT AD =43 80 1173 212 W R RFAE
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32. SRR

3.2.1. BEHLAR#K

K& HL A% ¥k (Random forest, RF)/& 2001 4 Leo Breiman 11 Adele Cutler $ H i) —Fh I T~ 2 S £ L2
2T7iE, Il H G 2 A RFR KRBT o FEANTN, BRSPS Z A R, AESR 2RI R, BENLAR
AP SRR A Sy 2 5] 2%, il #5520 7 SO B 28 (1 73 2R 46 R [12], R A YRS T B 2 1) 49 e 5
RAENBENRM I B AR BRI S AR a0 T

1) MUNGREE A I Rl BE LI IBRE A, R R A W SRR (R I 2R B

2) ST EARER RN R, E—ADBELIRE T2 Tk B R R E R AT S R 43

3) ML FERIRAE, BTG R, BB 5 1k 1 5% A

4) HELL LB, QIS RHR.

5) AR I L PR SR (R TIN5 SR BEAT R, AR B KA R

3.2.2. BBERAR

156 £ 42 F1 W (Gradient boosting decision tree, GBDT) & 1999 4= Friedman $ H (1) —Ff i A 1 v S 52 pk
B, EHEMNREMAL, ANz AR BRI . B ERAR R SR 2 A [F] 1AL DAY 2R
BRY, e — Bk AT, @ T B — R (1 R R SRR, SRS AR SR ZE R R R T ) b
SEHT PR [13] . GBDT Fik AR BR AL v S5 22 (B FE R DR AME R I AN 2 . GBDT HIAZOAE T R
FITAE PR 25 A N IR 45 3, FITLL GBDT Hf [P S B AR 2 BB, AR 2 20 o[BI E o A
2253 BANRHE VR BUE R IR BB AP 1 3 i, D/ MG 7 R 2R i Ebr it

3.2.3. XGBoost

XGBoost (Extreme gradient boosting) & 2014 4 g K 2% 1) 1 AR RO 75 48 K —F L T GBDT
LRI, ZEIEAUE IR R, i BN &, R T 2 B B R
XGBoost & KABHAT IR T HAL, HH e TAEAMR 10 £ k. 5 GBDT & KMIAIFE,
XGBoost (1] H #x bR it B 45 2k bR ZORN TE WU AC TP 3 0 A B AEIZRad REr, XGBoost SR FH B 8 #i e 7+ X
I ABAA 2R BR K, FF IR I fe /NN % R BSOR SRR S DL RIS G5 R RT3 RURE, 5 N TR DA T 42 Fh A 2R 1)
HREE, AR RS A [14]. EF AR B A, XGBoost K H 78 448 R A NG 00 HI,
IEPEIY a B KRR 732, TTE 2 2R3 T, KK 718173 Z . XGBoost [IFFAT, A2 B al
PAFFAT ISR, TR e e (1 74T .
3.2.4. LightGBM

LightGBM (Light gradient boosting machine) & 2017 G4 A 7T Bt (MSRA)HE H i —F & T GBDT
R T TR IR B S B0, F B T v GBDT SvEE A 3G 8 H0a i 1 B 50K R 1 9] R [15]
L XGBoost A1, LightGBM FIMRIALE T YIS RE M. NAFHFE AR, HERA 2 4 LA A S HF -
LightGBM 245 LA 4 A5 1 1) edeidk -

1) FETBARE M FRIRAE SR AURBABEEERIFEA, IF BRI AT B LAY, fETTH 51
i N ER R BE /N REAS 5N B AT P4, gk SRR

2) HJFFHEARGEE:: W RRHEATRIG 908, FER TR/ IVRHIES R T PRI 2 &

3) EITRIA: FESNFHEEEUL, MWiEE T EISHE R, DU BRI P 8 ) f 7 2 R

4) BT RRREER) Leaf-wise HHEEAEKEE: WEBKDZIRE, HOHE a8 5 oK 147 ST
Gy 2L LD [F) JZ - — R A R R 2
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3.2.5. CatBoost

CatBoost (Categorical Boosting) 2 2017 %% i ()48 % F 3k Yandex JT & i —Fh 3T GBDT ) H &R
WSR2 S B, RERS EAUA B AL B BURRAE T8 I JLMURR K S AR LB, H e S AR T R
ZACBEII[16]. XBEVERTEAR A AT RNLHES ], TH AR FERAME IR AR P I bR AR, X MREAR 2 R
PIREAR AR B NN, BERRAR IS A SARIE AR ER L3 T F 2% 30 o B T X200 B AE
M7 {EHALEE . ordered TS Jfid. FHEA A AFE 70, @G | 1407 i 5 kAT K& BB TR BRI RR
fETHRER) I8, Ak, 7E CatBoost ByEHr, BAEEMITHA RS TR NGEIREN, A RE TR IMEA
(0, A B TR0 A 1) i 22 R0 A e T 00 AR 2 4D 1)

3.3. 1REIVEAY

K158 CRAIE AL — il F PP LR 2 SRRV E BEAZ AL RE I T i A2 K I SCAR TR, Jdn %k
PEEBENLIAT 70 B K DAES T, IR K — 1R LU ZRRR, )
RI)—ATERIEAMAE M TP R R R . IEEARE, THE A IR PG Fa b 1~ E 1R
AR RE R I A TH[17]. K 328 RAE RIS AE T 78 70 M I Ba e P I P REAS Sty 7 B AR E 1k
AIRTEENE, S 2 YOEARAT B> B Uk o R SR Tt R I REAL IR 22 o AESERRMI T, Tidfr 8 SRR e AN
AT AR W ASCRA T 22 SCIRAIE, 3 v S S e 3 A0 7 22 R PP A AR R

TRV R LA 22 >0 o F T B 7 ST T 45 R A%, B m] DASR AR AE & AN S0 L A T et
o RIEFHEFET RO U TIPSR bR, WdEm AR RS, HRR. FL-085E, KR FR AT L
BB TR RN ERIVERERBL, I EARYE VAl 45 3 7T DUG A AL R 4T gt Ak .

4, SLIGEER
4.1, ¥EIRFLER

4.1.1. ZHRSHBFHERRER
BEVTIZ W4 RS CNL MCILAT AD =FPRA, A2+ AD M =2 RiZWHE 5. EXSRED)
WL AT BAR AL PG P BENLARMR SRR T A 28 NMRFAEEAT SR, SR 2 o

ENEAFERBMHF

PTGENDER 00004

04
AEEENE

Figure 2. Three-classification feature importance ranking

Bl 2. =03 EERMHT
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7E AD [ =532z Widr, Fhi(PTETHCAT)TE 28 /NMRHIE o B B o0 fermy, 1A 2] T 0.6989. Sk
FEYVIFA R RHE——IM 4 (PTRACCAT), H i EPEH P A R b s, & T AL, ISR ErE AD
= SRR M L O R, 5 R T RHE SN RN RE IR A B AR(ICV)AL T2 3 4L, A
i Js W K i 2 AL 3 R B == (Ventricles) 2 T 55 5 47, 67 57 A6 HC 2 B9 5 44 (Hippocampus) £ T2 6 17,
i 4 M E S AR A [El (Mid Temp) 7 T2 8 A7, 4xfii(WholeBrain)fi T4 9 47, S HEIFLERIA RIHIR
IR 5] (Fusiform) Az T-55 10 £i7, /B AR 5/ IR R 2 (Entorhinal) (7 T 55 13 f7. Be4bh, AEn4T Aks
IE (0 B B A5 0 A A K, HE B A IR A2 I PR R R VT 43 5 A (CDRSB) A1 % % ic 47 %E 3B [1] 12
(LDELTOTAL)MARTS 4, 2 BIHETESE 2 RLAIEE 4 £ o

TR AD RIROREVIADG, BWIRM, BEEFRIARINEK, 515 AD KB F EFH18].
BT, R (AGE) ITEAL IR B8 N MEFRFIEAN S, FFAE BRI F AR RIS I AR AE . 8 A il 25
HLEE 2 SRR, W2 A AE R AE b IERA AN FL-20 0 DA LB R ME R . 4 3 JE 7R T B 8:2 RII4M I 25
AN AT B AR L (38 53 o

Table 3. Three-classification optimal model (part)
=3 = ERMRE(HD)

R UL S R HER R F1-73 %4
12 LightGBM 0.9912 0.9912
13 CatBoost 0.9912 0.9912
15 XGBoost 0.9912 0.9912

TERFAERCH 12, 13 115 i}, LightGBM. CatBoost fl XGBoost #7443 Jill R I H T 5 = 1 BE
EATTER 2R F1-7 2CHE T LA S 99.12% . (AR ERFIE FZMEHEF (18] 2), PAEECH BRAAECEL &5 i 25
FHRFAE . INEAT ARHIER N D G 546 10E, SR bR S R PERHES, KT 5 T =728
BT 12 W12 5% M — A br £ ——APOE4 I, BA 8:2 R IIZREE A ALE, HEHNE XN
ORGSR FL- BB R R, A A R LA 4.

Table 4. Adding APOEA4 three-classification optimal model (part)
4. N\ APOE4 = £ ARIRBY(FRSY)

R AL & S B HERG R F1-73
11+1 XGBoost 0.9916 0.9916
12+1 LightGBM 0.9916 0.9916
13+1 LightGBM 0.9921 0.9921
14+1 LightGBM 0.9925 0.9925
15+1 XGBoost 0.9912 0.9912

M APOE4 X —HHEJG, AMUGRAN T AEMbR EMIER I, I BB ARHLE 5 IR AD =522
FIUER R A FL- B0 — E 3T, Horb, R E B HEAERT 14 AL RIHFIE, 774N APOE4 5,
H MM IR LightGBM [RIHER R IAF] 99.25%, F1-7> % thik$] 99.25%. i A¥sIN APOE4, HF1E
0 H A 12, 13 F1 15 Frill et iR AL o8 2% IR, 40 R 3 A0 FL-7p 80 & 1 0.13%. 25 BTk, ik
HURFAIE S5 B2 HE AT 14 A7 RRAERT APOE4A JEATHE— B 143 #T,  HHSCHRFAE SR It I 32 5.
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Table 5. Three-classification features category situation

5. ZHRFHERAFR

Ji e K dle TiALH e RHE % %

oG 45 KA RFAE 7 7 7

WIEAT ARHIE 30 14 4
N B Gt 225 E 6 6 3
AR ER 8 1 1

S8 51 28 15

4.1.2. ArISHRRFHEEFESR
FLLB 2 W4k A4S CN. SMC. EMCL. LMCI #1 AD FRER, HizWndstH T AD B2 W

s

RS XIS WHC ST HIE A B e, FI R BENLARAR SRR R A% 47 ANMRHESEAT B R, 45
Rl 3 Prow.

ARRHEEZEEHF

0. 4894

PTETHCAT
corse | O 1274
acerA I 0 0645
oectoraL |, 0 - 0559
mpacCtraiise | 0 0557
EcogPtTotal | ENNNNNO. 0293
EcogPtien [ INO. 0276
mpaccdigit | C. 0244
Foc (IO 0213
EcogsPiten [0 0094
EcogsPTotal 0. 0087
Tau 0. 0064
prau 0. 0058
PTRACCAT [J0. 0051
Faa [l0. 0049
At [o. 0041
moca [o. 0040
Entorhinal [J0. 0034
EcogSPOrgan JJ0. 0030
Fusiform JJ0.0029
Ventricles [J0.0028
EcogSPVisspat [J0. 0026
tov Jo. 0022
EcogPtlang 0. 0021
Hippocampus 0. 0020
TRABSCOR 0. 0020
EcogSPLang 0. 0019
PTEDUCAT [0. 0019
WholeBrain 0.0018
MidTemp [0.0018
RAVLT _immediate [0.0017
EcogPtPlan [0.0017
RAVLT_perc_forgetting [0.0017
EcogPtDivatt 0. 0016
EcogSPPlan [0.0014

HHE

Muse [0.0014
ADAS11 [0.0014
RAVLT_learning [0.0013
EcogPtOrgan [0.0012
EcogPtVisspat [0.0012
EcogSPDivatt [0.0011
RAVLT_forgetting |0.0010
ADAS13 0. 0010
ADASG4 0. 0009
PTMARRY 0. 0005
APOE4 0. 0005
PTGENDER 0. 0002

0.5

0.0 0.1 0.2
FHEEZE

Figure 3. Five-classification features importance ranking

3. AN RFHEEZEMHF

7E AD [ FL532Kie Wi, Mg(PTETHCAT)TE 47 ANMRFIE B 1S 0 fe iy, 22T 0.4894, HiHlE
MEERER R, X5 AD =/0ZRiSWi it B ZEHE T RO 45 R —3. Zi(PTRACCAT)/E 2%
PEHEF AR N 14 £, (HHEBEWARS 5 = 0B MHERK. WMEMRHEMEZS 06T TR,
PE A BT . PR 2 (Entorhinal )7 /B iy & T-58 18 A7, Wt [Bl(Mid Temp) 7 R & Aik, & T4 30
BLo WEAT HFFIELE AD Far Rz Wb (B ZEG Brd s, FRIE EZEH P RT 10 S A 7 AW EAT N

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.137290 3059 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.137290

A% %

FHIE. AL, BT LSl ks RAER D, VbR EMTE AD 73 2Ri2Wi R EEME TR, 75 AD
T R LR E R b, B-TERFE B F(ABETA) SN E I &8 (FDG). tau &5 F(TAU) A i L BEIR 1L
(1) tau 25 I (PTAU)IX L AL Mbr S HIALIREL R, /e AL T28 3. 94 12 F1 13 fife

DASERE FTAEAL A E IR R B R, BB IG I —/MRFAE, 1508 8:2 R IIZREEATINAER, AWl Zx
PR SRR, 5did b &% A Y AR PR B i HERA AT FL- 20 Bkl 8 Bt 73 R . 32 6 JRoR 1 a3
AR BLE DL (B 47) o

Table 6. Five-classification optimal model (part)

F 6. AR ARMEBE(ER)

FEIEAL B o S B HERA F1-73 %
19 XGBoost 0.9549 0.9548
20 XGBoost 0.9571 0.957
21 XGBoost 0.9594 0.9592
22 XGBoost 0.9594 0.9592
23 XGBoost 0.9571 0.957

MRHIEHCH 21 F1 22 BF, XGBoost #87E AD F7r Kz Wi R IR R MR, o Rk 2L 3|
T 95.94%, F1-73%UA%E| T 95.92%. # i i 75 T SRR B HE T AL T 28 22 f7 1Y) EcogSPVisspat
)3, BETS R INi% 10 45 A 25 5 AT 55 10 A7 55 11 A2 A% 19 437 ) EcogSPMem. EcogSPTotal £ EcogSPOrgan
AR AEAIEN . K, 2k e A TRHEEZ AT AT 21 A7 FRHERE T T —2 104, A
FRFESTN I L 7.

Table 7. Five-classification features category situation

7. BT AFHERHER
JRGGE AR Tiab I 5 FHIEE £

Fii 25 KR AIE 7 7 3
NHIAT JRHE 30 29 11
N OG22 6 6 3
YRR EY) 8 5 4
M 51 47 21

4.2. FEINBFEITZSRER

42.1. ZHIRRNSHLER
BE VT2 Wiid SR TRMIEIE B S5, fREE T 15 AMRFIE, 51X 15 AMNMRFAERIBE Ui 2 W74 S 20 s 3 da4E
18 8:2 RINGREEFMIREE, AR, BT . CatBoost. LightGBM. XGBoost 4145 %
SJEEREAT CNL MCILAT AD Z IR =43 K120, 45 5wk 8 fs.
Table 8. Three-classification model diagnosis results
< 8. = FRBNISHRLER
HERI R FENCIES R FL-a%0 S XRIEPEMERR SR
BEATLARAR 0.9894 0.9894 0.9895 0.9894 0.9794 0.009
B RE ST W 0.9833 0.9833 0.9833 0.9833 0.9776 0.009
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AR %

gk
CatBoost 0.9912 0.9912 0.9912 0.9912 0.9776 0.0101
LightGBM 0.9925 0.9925 0.9925 0.9925 0.9789 0.0092
XGBoost 0.9908 0.9908 0.9908 0.9908 0.978 0.0099

W SRR PPN FE bR, W LR L BRI [ HERf R . HEIER ., IR FL- $97E 98%LL |,
VLT BEALAR AR B ZE M HE P I 45 SRR B BT IR BT 15 MRFIETE AD =23 2 W7 p (MR B AT o T L
DL AR, AR H LightGBM 70 KRR By, Huerfie . AR, R A F1-53 $034145 %] 99.25%,
D R FATAE APPSR B, RIS AR 28 G T ¥R 4R 7E 97% LA |, 5 2 7E 0.01
FoAT, UiBH SRR M R iy HL R e .

LightGBM
1000

475 1

AD
|
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AEHE
CN
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MCI
!
N

] !
AD CN
FRMHRE

Figure 4. LightGBM confusion matrix
[& 4. LightGBM R;& %6

B A AD =43 252 WY LightGBM, 224 1VRIEFE (LA 4). B iHE, 7] LIS BHZAE T %)
BRHZWT RS . AD BISEHEFHZRN 99.37%; CN B2 WiksHE N 99.49%; MCI 2 W
RN 99.02%. tHELZ UL, ZARAEILE T RELT) 15 AMFIE, SCIUBCNASHIIT AD =20 2K2 .

4.22. AIERSHTEER
RIS WC AR E, R T 20 ML, K 5L LM BA R BIEE, UL 8:2 ki

SN RERNNREE, EFABEHLARAR . BEEEHETH . CatBoost. LightGBM. XGBoost 541 2% 2% > kit AT
CN. SMC. EMCI. LMCI #l AD Z &I Tisr 251 Wr, S5 84036 9 Fizn.
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Table 9. Five-classification model diagnosis results
9. A ERBISHTER

HERIZ FEICES Gt ES FL-p40  XIRIERHETIZR S XIRUER T %

FEHLARAR 0.9549 0.9549 0.9558 0.9547 0.9295 0.0342
o6 P ST AR 0.9458 0.9458 0.9477 0.9458 0.9363 0.0314
CatBoost 0.9526 0.9526 0.9543 0.9525 0.9345 0.0392
LightGBM 0.9503 0.9503 0.9511 0.9501 0.9386 0.0287
XGBoost 0.9594 0.9594 0.9604 0.9592 0.9363 0.0305

B 9 A, PRI R e . A2, R F1-20 B097E 94%LL F. X T AD Fi4r K2
5 » XGBoost #1738 R e i, A2 A B 2 KGR 2E A0 FL-20 BOHS 2 B i1, 430 95.94%.,.95.94%
96.04%F1 95.92%. #t—5 K HHTAE XIGUEVEAG IR MERE, RIS 28 G IE (1) T S HER R AT /E 93%
FeAi, JiZEAE0.03 i, vl LLE MR ERe AR e A — @ RiE. 5 AD =/ K2 WitiLl, &y
Wl TR ARIS A N R, SRR IR 2 S50 .

XGBoost

120

AD

100

CN

ESHRE

EMCI
i

- 40

LMCI
'

-20

SMC
i

A on ENGI LwG1 SMC
TR EE

Figure 5. XGBoost confusion matrix
5. XGBoost ;& &%

HEEUERAL I AD F53Z82 Wik A XGBoost, 2 HlVRIEHFE(LIE 5). B TR, w LS HAZA RS %
KA WRE T4 B2 AD (S Zey 98.70%; CN [FiSWiks iy 95.56%; EMCI [Fi2Wiks
%5 91.03%; LMCI 12 Wiks 2K 97.64%; SMC [FiS W% 95.77%. 15 B 3E T RE WL AR ST

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.137290 3062 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.137290

AR %

FEEHE R RS G B A AR 21 ANRFAE, 6 FER AR B 2 LMCI A1 AD B B2 Wi R Xt
FHREAR LA CN A SMC [ B2 WG i 26 nT DLk 23739 7KF 5 T+ EMCI B, 250K iR 12 1) SMC.
AD fil CN, SEZWiEHI R EE, X5 EMCI BRI A e A <.

5. &R 5EW

PIE AD Z3RiZWr R 28 T 0 28058, F HAWE T IG5 HRFAE . ABIF 7T 32 B Tk 25 44 AR i AN
INHAT AHFAE, S DN O Gt SE AR A DAn S SE I AD (1 = KM 5y K2, K FH BRI
P REIE B BV AT VP4, ARAE VPAG 45 SR SRR S TENL A 2 S B R MR RS, 455 R S R
AEZEAL, 23 3l 6 H 15 AN 21 AMRFEREAT AD 1 =23 AT 7SS W, 43 FSHERA 28 3 3l ¢ 1 7T 98 99.25%
95.94%, F1-73%n] LLik#] 99.25%. 95.92%. 7 AD =/r2KizWrth, P H AL 35 B4 v 7 i 45 K k5
fiE, 2905 Fri BURFE 2201 46.7%, WNEIAT NRFIEL) IR BURFIE ) 26.7%. {HAE T 5025, INRIAT AHRIE
FONEEL, 2 NIRRT 52.4%, kg5 FRFEAT & LB R BE A 19.0%. X Ui H 46T AD HET 1R B0 K12
Wrink, FTRAEELL MRIEUG T SR R 45 5 (F8 S b B 30 ) -BAN XCBOR B AE ) o 2 2 Wik d,  xF Tk
AT 977 THI B 10) 6 VPl SRS RS A7, DL PR YRR VF-4) 2 1 (CDRSB) A2 #5 1c A2 4E 3R [5] {2 (LDELTOTAL)
MR E . IRE—xt AD BT HONIIL 2 Wik, T 75 SR bk A 04T N 5 T VA, EEASEH
WINFITNBE 035 (Ecog) ZAF AR INFIVAE B (MOCA) . & ThAETE SN M B (FAQ) . INA AN,
N O G ZEFAE R R LGN P X 2R W R B B A/ NIPER . Ak, AWibs & A7
A BT AD 2 HER %, IF HEE - RIAN, et e . s AR &, tau O KLm
FEBERR A tau 25 S E bR EWITE AD B Wb By B L,

BT AW TLUREL, & AD RiZWidith, 75 EE T £ 0 S AR T A TR . (E
T H AT &K G0 R HEI7. SMENSEAE,  ASIE 8 A0 1) 3 S A7 7256 A
PIEES IS, KK RRIEKBH ISR Ak, 78 SEBR2IT B AN 2400 1036 T AR B A%
K, MEGRKAEGIR. WRRBWARYE U LREEFRER, B2 hinGANAEBER—0n, 20iHEH 7%
B R FNAAT RIS, RO B E 2 E], WEREAE TAEE, HFHXF AD 194328
S EH — I E .
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