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1 OIS

7Y A < —JF (Alzheimer’s disease: AD) &, 1€
RBBAVEDO —FTH DI 65%% HHTWD [1].
AD HETHETH D, FRERE L TRERRENRT S
5. AD OERRIZ 2019 FD 0.4%H> 5 2050 £l
12% M3 2 FRXATWS [2]. 2D AD DFHIE
BN IEBRFERR AN (Mild Cognitive Impairment: MCI)
DEFERDH D, MCI BWMXN T K 5 FELIANCE
BDND AD HEORAVEICHR 2 L EbhTW\W3 [3, 4].
AD (ZBARER BRI R0, FIHARES CHIARAER %
AT 2 TETEZMHIT 2N TES. 207k
» AD ORHFA Y BRHAENEREL RoTW5. B
£, AD DZKNTIX AD OJRETHS7 I a4 RR—%
REXY RV ANVBOERBELNET 2158 TR W E
% (positron emission tomography: PET) 23M#fH X T
%. LA L PET 3ElTH 3 2 &a2Winiic PET 8|
EESTHREG T AREND 5. FD-DBE, BB
MHREL 72 3 & 5 RZfiCli BNy — L ORI EH
INTWVWA.

%% (electroencephalography: EEG) & #i £ 81
Ko TRET ZENMEERE, IFREMCERTL2HDT
H%. EEG LTSN Y =L \vo R H
% [5, 6]. EEG I3MHEI5EEN %2 @WK 9 fRRETHE R 5 2
Y TES. EEG 2AH LIRSy by —JEES
2 2FED O DIHERA D FADIEE I & - TE
21 L 7-HEEMAE S (functional connectivity: FC) 128
HL7bOHMH 5. ZIUIFEIEE) O FRIEAES & BEREMN
RIMERRE DS E 2 HEE T 2 FIETH 3 [7]. FC 2ifEE
3 261D U ¥ 212 Phase Lag Index (PLI) 235 % [8].
PLI ORI LTHEITONZDH, KV a—2ra2XP
3 VR ET & 2 S BN R R 2R o FRRE B O R
ThHs. INETAD BFTBV KOy b -2
KD FC ORZENHS ¥ 72 - 7215, alpha I ¥ beta
D FC AT 2 e 2REIA TV [9,10,11].

FC I3MiRIEENC BT 2 2 MO E MO EIER %
NZH, FC OEE1HRBZEERD FRu P h LR
BHND Y DTER TS 7THRINNEZ S DRBICE
WTHWSHRATWS [12,13]. 2 DFiEZ EEG RHIES
ZBOEmE ) —F, BMED FC 21y v ¥ %56
Ay V=0 2T 2bDTHS. ZThETADHE
FEOMRueIALry b —IREOEIREINT
W3 [8, 14]. AD ORBIIRIERTH 2 BEETH 3
B, ZHEF) 2 RHIFRE I RPN A2 LR & B e
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g2

DERHEICE->THHENB[15]. ZD X5 RAY

P =2 ICBWTHRLDNRME R H8, BEERE R R
125 — FRAT R, TR ETOMETREERINT

X, BRI ARE R B T ETE S O I RE I S R A N
THEBTH 2 Z e PMEINTVS [16]. F-FHIFAE
@ AD HFIIBREIOMEHD N TIKEBDOILFS beta
BIZBWTIZ AD OEFEENE L BB IONTATHE
iz 7 P LT ZeAmEINLTVWS [17,10]. %
D=DNTBFNRB X, AD OREEIRZ %M THE
HTh5.

FC M X 2L aEE 2 RE L LTED,
MrzHREoMTIEFRETH 2 IRELTW
% [18,19]. ZhEEmERENIRS S (static functional
connectivity: sFC) 2PFEXR. L2 LIIZEHEIRIEDRT
HoTHEHIREIZH B DTIZRL, RPORENE
iz epHIoh T, ZhEEINRERENES
(dynamic functional connectivity: dFC) & FE [19]. Z
NETOWFET AD £F X alpha & beta HiTB N T
dFC AT 2 Z e MG I TW3 [20]. 72, AD
BRI S T LA TS TEER AT D IR BE DS
TR W EAEXNTED, ZDRAEIZ AD OF
HESEE L B VB D 2 Z e X T\ 3 [21].

ZD LS RHT, AD DEITITBIT % FEWHEZFRA
HEEEIC BV THER T TH 2 THEE DI 7 D fthod
bRy —f#EOEE RS R T2, 2ok
WHLTED XS BRENET 2015050 > TOR., AR
KORFIZ, dFC DNTHEEDENTIE AD OFELR v
b= BEEOH R EES 2T BN TE
ZrWVWS5dDTHS. ZITAWMKIE, FHRKBEERTO
PLI 2 X b #EE X7z FC ZHEANHOE (Betweenness
centrality: BC)IZ & W #Hiiz T o7z, %7z, KR g
BEEREAERD 3 Z i X b IFRINLE 2 FH7-

2 F&
2.1 1HERE

RIS D WERE X, B SR (Healthy control:
HQO)18 42 AD B& 16 %4 TH 5. HC 1%, IEEEH T
HOEEETo TR, £, RTEIEE IR
TEEAME & & D EZN F 72 1 3R ENIREE 2 5 2 B
FHR 7 a— Lo YHRIFDRIEN B 2 HiERE IR L
7z. AD BEIX, PTREHRERICERT 2EEZZTT
Wiz, #3513 NINCDS/ADRDA D WiEHE R 7= L
THBDH, DSM-IV EHED — KRR R FAERT DIRFET
»%. AD H# % Function Assessment Stage (FAST) &
& O Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE) ~C#fiffi %
1Tolz. ZOME, BE (FAST3) OEEN 3 AN, HREE
(FAST4) DEED 7 N, BEOFRHAE (FAST5) D EHE D
6 NTholz. HBEOFHMER 1 1TRT. HEREIIH
I T BHABA v 7 —a Farty FEBTH
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xA1

WERE DB

HC participants AD participants

p—values

Male/female
Age(year)
MMSE score

7/11

NA

59.3 (5.3, 55-66)

5/11
57.5 (4.7, 43-64)
15.5 (4.7, 10-26)

0.72
0.31
NA

5. &7z, AFRESRKZOMEEERIC X > TER
XN, AT UFEFIENMTo 2.
2.2 PR

MRz ik, [EFE 10-20 {EICHEW 16 E D EAE (Fpl, Fp2,
F3, F4, C3, C4, P3, P4, 01, 02, F7, F8, Fz, Pz,
T5, T6) DELETIT- 7. BROEMESIERLE LT
PR EE D FHEIZ 1T - 72, BIERIEIIE H AR EH D
EEG-4518 Z{#H L, AREKEBNIILOER (EOG) % A
WCTENEIT- 72, $> 7Y > ZREEEI 200Hz & L,
NV RRRAT 4V R% 20-60Hz & LitiE(To7. #
BE RS OERE DRI X W= GRRIcED, B
2B U 7= ZHREE T 10-15 SRR ORIl T - 72, ¥
FHAEERS 27 L2 HH L TSINE OB HEINHR
EHL, HZHUEBEREDOI Ry 7OAZREH L .
EME, FEBON AT S 72 IHIEEES (Fpl, Fp2, F3,
F4, F7, F8, Fz), HuR (C3, C4), AR (P3, P4,
01, 02, Pz, T5, T6) X/ HH LFHMi%1T - 7=.
2.3 Phase lag index

PLI I AHEIEE OO D2 TH B, 1T L DI,
Il (55 % delta I (2-4Hz), theta J (4-8Hz), alpha i}
(8-13Hz), beta i (13-30Hz), gamma & (30-60Hz) ® 5
DD T 3. FRBEEHR T EIS R
e e riald, BV MEREN LT ¢, &
IRIE Ag(t) ¥ RTZeWTE S, KK ¢ TERDD
B aiHa a ¥ b 2ROGEMTHRE XN MHE
Apep(®) 13 (1) RD XS ICFRES. T/, 2 DO
a-bMD PLLIZ Q) RD LS ITE#KEN 3.

Agap(t) $a(t) — $p(1) ¢y
PLIqp, = |(sign(sindeqp(1))] ()

T () ERREEEE R LT A, PLIfEDfEIX [0 1]
OMTHY, N 1L THIUHEERESH 2 Z &
ZRL, 0 fEETHNRFE L A RN NI & 2R
3. PLITIE 1 =Ry ZPELZR>TLE D LELED
LTLEW, RREEHOZLERETAZ L
% [22]. %7, 1 =Ky 72 T 2 LARREBER T O
NEZ T2 EDHRLRLILSoTLES. 2Dk,
PLI f##7 338t L 7z 60 # (12,000 data points) D7 —
X2 1TRy 7OEI%® SHICREL 12 =Ky 21257
H| U TR % 1T - 7= [23, 24].
2.4 RO

BC ¥ 1% 1977 £EIZ Freeman IZ &k » TIRE &SN 5
7 DR RN T 28ETH D, 2 HD/ — FRIORE
DA GHEER 72 ZIEH T2/ — FRBZD
R LICEEFN2HEZRLZDDTH S [25]. BC &
BRI THEEZRZ 2 BT ELZEDILLHVS
NTW3 [10,26,27]. /—FB NED-=GEDEH
T2/ —RIBIFZBCIEBR)RDESITEHRINS.

1 ost(v)

= Dn=2) ®)

Cp(v) =

stoztey  Ost

g2

ZIT, 04 EED/ =K s POERED/ — Kt ¥T
DOEFRBEOTHD, o,(0) ZZDIBEEHLTWS
J—FRoxB3THB. £/, nlFERBERLTH
%. AWFIE, FC OMEUEZES Z L2 & b EME O
HrRLTVWE, BHLTWS / — FEid@-EAE%
(n—1n—-2) THEZZICXDfEZE [01] TEMRLE
fTo T3, ERLEIT- 2%, S 2 IcEME S
L, #TRy 7D BC HOFEFE2KRD=. ZD%,
BRIz Ry 710§ % BC HDYY & FEHE(R % %
Kedjz. 72, BC HOEERAY FHETEHZ 2T
ZEREE KD 7-. BC DFHHEIZIZ MATLAB O Brain
Connectivity Toolbox % fififf L 7= [12, 25].
2.5 HRETEEMT

HC ¥ AD @ BC {HE ZEIRBUCERE AL D 2 0%
HIWrs 272912, KIBRIETE 7T (repeated measure
analysis of variance: ANOVA) % 1T o 7. 5k [ %
K% 71— (HC xf AD %) & L, #EHENER
O UZ 3 MY Lz ANOVA OfERIX, BN
BIOSTEOHICH S FETRLE HHEIKIZ
Greenhouse-Geisser Z#A L, a M|~/ 0.05 Z#i
FHNCERERKEY LTHEH L. 20%, Z9ER»
RAERAOF TS LGS p < 0.05 ZiiE L 72
BRI LT post-hoc-t #7E % fifi I L k4 B,
ZLTEMZ Y OfHliz T -7z, £72, MIET 2 p fE
IZ False Discovery Rate(FDR) f#ilE % B L T E L
iTo 7=,
3 #BER
3.1 BC {EDKETH

BC fHOREREINCH T2 ANOVA OFERER 2 12
R, ANOVA OfER, 2 BHCBIT 2 3R % alpha
T, HMORAMER% delta JZ & alpha K, beta i THE
FWTEJ-. M 1ICHC & AD BEOHBRFFE D BC &
1205 % post-hoc-t BUEDFERZRT. 1 EHICHC &
AD BEOWEBRE YD BC HERLTED, 2 RHIC
post-hoc-t BEDFERD ¢t fHEZRL TV, Fi, 2 BH
DFRNT AR Y 220, t fEICXTES % p EAH FDR #i1E
&@LU/ R R LT W3, post-hoc-t HE DAER,
delta IR DIRFEER & alpha % & beta [ZDHLFET AD &
FHODMEAHEIML, beta IEDORTEEGECED R L 7.
3.2 KX 9 % BCEDZEE 4

BC HOZE R T 5 ANOVA DFEHR % £ 3 1R
3. ANOVA OfER, 2 BHCBIT 2 E415% gamma i
T, HMOREIEA% beta ¥ gamma ECHERRTE
7z. W22 HC & AD BEDOHERE D BC & £H)
R#, Fhzho posthoc-t MEDHERERT. 1 BH
IZ HC & AD EEOHREFHOLEEHREZRLTB
b, 2 BHIZ post-hoc-t HEDFERD ¢ fHZRL TV 5.
F7e, 2 BHORWTZ ZZ Y Z220%, t WSS 2 p
{3 FDR ffi1E % @it U 7= fEZ /R LT\ 5. post-hoc-t
WE DGR, beta IROFTHHER L gamma i O FTEEEE & H
DERT AD BEDMEDEM L7z, %7z, beta IEDRTEHLE
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#2 BC OEEFHICEHTS HC & AD BEICX T 3 REAED B (repeated measures ANOVA) DFER.

p <0.05 Z e A RIEAF TRELTVS.

Frequency band Group effect Group X node
delta F =1.520(p =0.227) F =4.907(p = 0.013)
theta F =1.039(p =0.316) F =2.895(p = 0.077)
alpha F =7.503(p = 0.010) F =4.600(p = 0.015)
beta F =0.063(p =0.804) F = 7.556(p = 0.001)
gamma F =0.517(p =0.478) F =1.447(p = 0.244)
delta theta alpha beta gamma
0.07 7 0.07 0.07
¥ hc ¥ hc ¥ hc ¥ hc ¥ hc
O 0.06 fadl g06 i adll 06 £ adll 06 i adll 06 % ad
[an]
“6 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 I 0.05 l
LRI | |
O0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
: { [
0.>) 0.03 l I { 0.03 ] l 0.03 I 0.03 0.03 I
®©
@ 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
£
= o0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0 0 0 0 0
'\(0«@\ oe““a\ Qos’\e{\o‘ :\‘o“‘%\ Ge““’& Qo‘-’\e‘.\()( \xo‘\\a\ ge,“\@\ Qoe\?/(\o‘ \xo‘\\a\ cﬁ"\\(b\ Qoe\?/(\o‘ \‘0‘\\9\ Ge‘&a\ oe\e‘\o‘
4 4 4
3 * 3 e 3 *
2 2 » 2 1
) 1 1 1
=) *
® 0 0 0
>
- -1 ) -1
2 s * 2 2
3 3 -3 »
4 4 4
,\(00‘"‘\ e‘\“’b\ ,\e{\"‘ ,\‘o‘\‘@\ e‘\\(o\ \e"‘o‘ “o“\a\ e‘\“a\ \e"‘o‘
v Qos o ro-’ of Qo‘-’
1 HC & AD BEICHE T ZERICK T2 BCEOFIHBELIZEREL tE. 1ERED Ry MMIKREICH TS BCED

FHEEEZRLTED, T5—N—I3BEREETLTWVWS. 2B post-hoc-t REDFERD t{EXRLTED, /L
TR RV tBICHIET 3 pEH FDR WIEZ@E L /clisiz R L TW3. £7z, ED ¢ &l AD £E D BC HHEMN
LTW3Zr%RL, BOt{EILAD BEEEDBCENRBLPLTVWEZERLTWS.

Tl BC HORFEEERA L, ZEEEEmMST 22
DHER T & 7=,
4 ER

ARFFEIEX, HC & AD BE D 2 BRI LT, NTHhE
DFHE & N7 ORI EENCOW TN, Z DREER,
AD EH ORI $ % BC {HAS delta I DOLIEE
¢ alpha JZDHULER, beta IO HLUOERIZ B W TEDIE N
L, beta JHORIEI TEIBA Lz, F/2, BC fHOKF
B3 2 ZEREUE, AD BEF 2B W T beta F O]
AR gamma KO RGIAEE © HULERIC B W TEDE N
L.

13U ®IZ alpha O HLEST BC fHD R SEI 2380
LI OWTER TS, IRET, BRESHRR IR
[ % & LHRETICBWT, OKERYE © FC RZ 0
NTBFEELTWB Z e PMEINTED, AD BH
BRELBDONTICERENELT 2 e REINATVS
[28,29,30]. ZOHMEE LT, BREFIE7 I L FR—

g2

RRRTGRUNRTBY Wol- AD DERTH B X287
BoZEENPIILTL, Zho0ERE FC oD %5]
ER T ZeAMEINTWS [31, 32, 33]. Engels 5
1%, alpha IHOHKIEHICBWT FC BBP L=z e
THEEPFDLITICS 7P LTWAR I ERELTWS
[10]. E£72, ABFETHWT—X+E v hTIX alpha
DHIFE-ZFHDO BT AD BED FC ORDH% <
WENT [34]. KRWZETIX, BB OEREY FC 0w
ZPHWTERRLTWS 728, FC DA EMR O IHEE
PELRBZLZERLTVWS. 20D, KFETIE
ATSH-RBEIC B 5 FC MR L7 2 & TEMME O R
HEL D, HMPRRE A2 DSHAFLEZFDE
LTEEL-eEZoNSED, FHLWVWERIE, S5%0 &
DAEMR SR DR ADE Y 12 5.

JRIZ beta FOHTHEERIZHBWT BC EARD & HulER
IZBWT BC EAEIN L 2B EHICOWTEE T 3. oh
ETOIFETIE, beta HDRTHEIRICB VTN T A
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#3 BC ORHEZENCH T3 HC & AD BEICXT T 3 REAES B (repeated measures ANOVA) DFER.

p <0.05 Z e A RIEAF TRELTVS.

Frequency band Group effect Group X node
delta F =0.096(p =0.758) F = 0.515(p = 0.530)
theta F =1.098(p =0.303) F =0.478(p = 0.584)
alpha F=1.577(p=0.218) F =2.677(p = 0.088)
beta F =0.044(p = 0.834) F =8.215(p = 0.003)

gamma F =18.748(p < 0.001) F =3.819(p = 0.042)

MLTW2ZeBPMEXNTVS [10]. AHFFEOFER Y
INFE TOMIFERICE VWA H I OWT, KD
92Tl beta IDOBRIEERICHBWT FC DR IIRERR X
NTVRWD, BFKETHWEZF— X+t v hTid beta
FI2BW T2l Y FC ORI DR XN, FHCHITESD
WIZBWT FC BE LA LK [10, 34]). Z207%®, K
WS CIXRTSATRIC B 2 B D BB DS HER I & < 72
D, FISEEOBRE ZHbind o722 & TATHERED
LizeEz2oN 5. 72, AEIEO N THORB I
W, DB WTATEREIM L EX 50D,
Buc X O TR -2 eiX, AD EE L
HC Tl 2 i 2 A L TW A AaEMED D 5.

ZIZ beta i gamma BV TEEREDIHEML
FHEIZOWTEZS. ZNETOHET beta HICH
% dFC DA HME SN TNS [20]. Fiz, N—F
>V %% (Parkinson’s disease: PD) I23517F 2 IRz xt3
% dFC DIRREERICEE T 258 TlE, PD DRGEHIC
MCI % {5 B3 (Parkinson’s disease with mild cognitive
impairment: PD-MCI) & HC 2R THE W HEFET
FROY—DRENELL TV ZEREL TV
[35]. PD THE#IME T3 25E AD DOBSEHAEE &
BLTWSZERbhoTW3 [36, 37, 38]. AWZED
FERIX, AD BHICBWT3 PD-MCI & LRI X5
12, HC & LERT dFC OIRES ORI TEL L T v L
ATREMEDZIT 5N 5. AD O EEWE O ZL OIS
TRE7 I8 RR=ZPXT R ATBEDEEIZLDF]
XEzxhaHr~7 I /B (GABA) > 7 FIVIRE
AT LADHRETR 2T LD, gamma JKDOIEBEIHEAD T
e EHELTED [39,40,41], 5% & 57 5 B M
DOHEPRETH 5.

ZOMIFIE WL O DFIRDLH 5. AIFIETIE
MMSE 12Xk h AD OEEEDOFMEZIToTWE0, %
NoDEEZ VD OOWHRERE L TH->TWEHTH
%. AD IZ#ETHETH 2 BPARHEORERLIHIT LD ZN
ERMLTWS EIEEZARV. IDZLDEEEED,
AD ODHEEGIC X o THBERHEZ T TS5 TED
AD BEOMHREA Y PV —ZDEERHLNITE L
MWTEZEEZOLNS. KL TIENTOEHMEIZOW
TWEANRZD, dFC 2 AT OEHERE D & 5 1Bk
LTW3hDOFMEAHETH D, S5%iE dFC 2 NTD
ZEMOBBREFANSE Z L BHETH 3.
5 &hHDOIC

AT T, AD BED TG EBERFRL, 807
FEAIC BC DR H 2 Z e BELh e o T2 %
72, BHFICBWTRRNC X 2R R E B A =
B ZEDHLRE R oT. BIFEORRIZ, AD BE
& HC TIZER 2K 2o TV B AREMEDN H 5 &

g2

WO T, R, FABBRRNZEREE DR RS

LTWB I ERBL TS, WL OnDflfRIZE - T

WB A, RIFFKDOBRIZAD OZMiE I R— T 5y —

NDOBAFEDIEHEITDIRH B Z e AHIFEN 5.

HEF
ARWFSEIE ISPS FHF# (22K12183, 23K06983) DAL % 5%
J7bDTH%
SE R

[1] Siqi Liu, Sidong Liu, Weidong Cai, Sonia Pujol, Ron Kiki-
nis, and Dagan Feng. Early diagnosis of alzheimer’s disease
with deep learning. pages 1015-1018, 2014.

[2] Michael D Greicius, Gaurav Srivastava, Allan L Reiss, and
Vinod Menon. Default-mode network activity distinguishes
alzheimer’s disease from healthy aging: evidence from
functional mri. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences, 101(13):4637-4642, 2004.

[3] Serge Gauthier, Barry Reisberg, Michael Zaudig,
Ronald C Petersen, Karen Ritchie, Karl Broich, Sylvie
Belleville, Henry Brodaty, David Bennett, Howard
Chertkow, et al. Mild cognitive impairment. The lancet,
367(9518):1262-1270, 2006.

[4] Maddalena Bruscoli and Simon Lovestone. Is mci really just
early dementia? a systematic review of conversion studies.
International psychogeriatrics, 16(2):129-140, 2004.

[5] Geoffrey Henderson, Emmanuel Ifeachor, Nigel Hudson,
Cindy Goh, Nicholas Outram, Sunil Wimalaratna, Claudio
Del Percio, and Fabrizio Vecchio. Development and assess-
ment of methods for detecting dementia using the human
electroencephalogram. IEEE Transactions on Biomedical
Engineering, 53(8):1557-1568, 2006.

[6] Jaeseung Jeong. Eeg dynamics in patients with alzheimer’s
disease. Clinical neurophysiology, 115(7):1490-1505, 2004.

[7] Yuhui Du, Zening Fu, and Vince D Calhoun. Classification
and prediction of brain disorders using functional connec-
tivity: promising but challenging. Frontiers in neuroscience,
12:525, 2018.

[8] Cornelis J Stam, Guido Nolte, and Andreas Daffertshofer.
Phase lag index: assessment of functional connectivity from
multi channel eeg and meg with diminished bias from com-
mon sources. Human brain mapping, 28(11):1178-1193,
2007.

[9] CJ Stam, W De Haan, ABFJ Daffertshofer, BF Jones, I Man-
shanden, Anne-Marie van Cappellen van Walsum, Teresa
Montez, JPA Verbunt, JC De Munck, BW Van Dijk, et al.
Graph theoretical analysis of magnetoencephalographic
functional connectivity in alzheimer’s disease.  Brain,
132(1):213-224, 2009.

[10] Marjolein Engels, Cornelis J Stam, Wiesje M van der Flier,
Philip Scheltens, Hanneke de Waal, and Elisabeth CW van
Straaten. Declining functional connectivity and changing
hub locations in alzheimer’ s disease: an eeg study. BMC
neurology, 15(1):1-8, 2015.

Copyright © 2023 by

Information Processing Society of Japan All rights reserved.

The Institute of Electronics, Information and Communication Engineers and



FIT2023 (%5 22 ETERBFRM T+ —3 L)

delta theta alpha beta gamma
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