AR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2019,30(4):1002-1014 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005371] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ A2 5 1 9 7 LT A4 Tel: +86-10-62562563

AT RICERF S WA E S FHEY S
g, T R, RuE’

VER = e s BACHE S i E s s K 404020)
(FEEMHR RS HENRRE SR AR SRS Fal 210016)
JEIHAE#: K58, E-mail: dqzhang@nuaa.edu.cn

B OE A AR TR eI R FERA(AD)S BT F A AR T AR R PR R — AT S 4%
ERAEHAE G BAL S F M AR AL 5 3) 7 ok ST 28 ) T F- 00T R KRR R 95 b B R 3,25 W 7 ik £ 2 645
B KAES L TF AL A 49 Lasso FHAEZEBAEE (WDL)F= K8 130 4 £ AR (LDM). & 6,8 7 IR S A4 /E
Z_8) 64 $ A A 45 B 3B 4 Lasso A2 #EAT B, 5| AARAE A iE WAL IR A T A 22 JL F AR A 69 Lasso 45 4E
RFEREALRE A T A AR B RS RHIEZ A 3B A2 &, AR B SR 8] 69 ZAMAE, B 3K A KA
T oA 5 3] Foik | Shoo K 35 AR IR IE [ T /R SR04 BROE 248 E(ADND) P 202 A % B AFAE 69 R A AF AR SAT 3,
£ AD 5P 97.5%, 0K 2 E ik D) REEFF(MCD IR 5T 345 E A 83.1%, 0 £ 2L ikdn 2 fEEFT 454 A
AD(PMCD R & T 345 B 84.8%. 52345 R & U, P42 WDL $F4E5 3] 75 ik 7T A B IR 89 S A AAFIEF B 48 49
HFAEF &, ST BARIE A 5 A R IR % AR S AR ZIR) 09 2038 50 A 45 8 AT R 35 20 AR SR 8 BRA 15T 64 1 6.
KR, AT B AL T RR IR RAFAE S 3 K8 Fa oA 5 3]

FEESES: TPIS

Hror I g R, TR, TROE 9. T B R SR BRI 12 T (RRUME 2 AR REAE 2% S B PE 2 9R,2019,30(4):1002—1014. http://www.
jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5371.htm

P 5| F#%30: Cheng B, Ding Y, Zhang DQ. Feature learning of weight-distribution for diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease. Ruan
Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2019,30(4):1002—1014 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5371.htm

Feature Learning of Weight-distribution for Diagnosis of Alzheimer’s Disease
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Abstract: In the field of medical imaging analysis using machine learning, the challenge is lack of training sample. In order to solve the
problem, a weight-distribution based Lasso (Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator) feature learning model is proposed and applied to
early diagnosis of Alzheimer’s Disease (AD). Specifically, the proposed diagnosis method is consisted of two components: weight-distribution

based Lasso feature selection (WDL) and large margin distribution machine (LDM) for classification. Firstly, in order to capture data
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distribution information among multimodal features, the WDL feature selection model was built, to improve on the conventional Lasso model
via adding a regularization item of weight-distribution. Secondly, in order to achieve better generalization and accuracy on classification, and
also to keep complementary information among multimodal features, the LDM algorithm is used for the training of the classifier. To evaluate
the effectiveness of the proposed learning model, 202 subjects from the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) database with
multimodal features were employed. Experimental results on the ADNI database show that it can recognize AD from Normal Controls (NC)
with 97.5% accuracy, recognize Mild Cognitive Impairment (MCI) from NC with 83.1% accuracy, and recognize progressive MCI (pMCI)
patients from stable MCI (sMCI) ones with 84.8% accuracy, which demonstrate that it can significantly improve the performance of early AD
diagnosis and achieve feature ranking in terms of discrimination via optimized weight vector.

Key words: weight-distribution; multimodal; Alzheimer’s disease (AD); sparse feature learning; large margin distribution learning

K] JR % BR 99 (Alzheimer’s disease, &R AD), X FRAE MR, /& AT FH 2 N R EEHR R —.
R A5 BT 2 % i R s 1) 2L L R LI YR 9T R SUAE 0 K R R R AR R 2 3 B R UK i B 1 AR )
33 NBY B Se SRR IR AT AD, SR KRR N B A A0 T A R RS (mild cognitive impairment, 5 A} MCI), & J5 1% 25
R A AD. IR I, %) L BA R R 93 BA B (MCT 8RR BT AD M Bo) i 2 Wt 140 A Bh TR 7 BUE 22 AD R
JR AR AR 3 T LA 2 ST BRI B 43 BT 7 2 5 R ol ke 22 7 P T L 3BT R % v B B2 e U1
T L i P 1508 A 4 A6 B L R 718 (magnetic resonance imaging, fiiFK MRI). IE HLF- R S BB AL 2 B
(positron emission tomography, &% PET)SE 5. Bk 1 fixi G, A= My ks 5P ar ik F 93 RO R 2 it SR 00 (14012 Wt B A
5 v 1 R U R S 1, L rp BT 1 A W R BB INE TR (cerebrospinal fluid, &K CSF) A 19 4 AL AR1C P 7K A
WA TN R, 256 18 A I R 5 A b 75 ) R A8 A 2800 v 2 3 ] 7R 8 TR 5 12 W 199 A 180 2 5 BBURR 82 L P DL R
SRR 22 1) 22 AR AS WL 8% 25 3] 05 104 I P - 7 SO BRT R 2 R 9 £ 12 M e 14579117161

T = 27 S e WA K B 0 S SR IR ML 25 27 =) B 2 — AR et BN B S AT 5 BT DL B H B L T RA
B ZRREAR AT DU L E2 8 T 3RAF B8 2 Wi i e AR 2 0 LR L T 2 RS I B8 5 £ bs SRR = %
SRR LS 70 IR VS BR  SCRE SAEIN T A T X R A N AR ) 2 A 2 o) 1) R, K R T i T
R AIE 3 3 O BBt 3ot 2 29 137930 v oA — BUE SR B B 2 S SR B it 22 B A R AR I R A 5 U, Zhang %5
R 22 B 25 i BE S AL b B W AE 2 (I AD 12 I L AT E A R B 4R — R 2 MRS AR 552 ST T ik,
A AN 288 5 [ U9 2 SO 55 o 2 30 H S ) R B AR ARRAE T4 Jie 25 AT HE — e MBS 2 S 2 i 25 23 7 ¥, T M
PRICHIARPRIEH MRI 55 PET BIMR b5 o H 3L A SR ARG AE T4, Zhu 258 AP B — ol 3540 B A AU 2 1)
ZAT 55 5 21 05 10, 0T [l B AN 22 575 22 AT 45 U R 4 v 2 o SR AR AR E 7 45t 4k, Ye 25 APHR H —FhJE T Lasso
(least absolute shrinkage and selection operator)#% % [ F& 12 FFAIF 126 5 5925, AT A B BB 1) 2 A A5 o L 5 AR Wb &
W b5 2] AR E B SRR 1 55 AR DAL B ST R R 3R AS 0 ) 1 LT R AIE R, O e S8 UL ) 43 R M RE LR
R IX LLHF 5T I RIRNIZ IR 2 S FHIE Z A1 U 7 115 B

TEMATE: T M A BRI 81 AD 12 W7 IUAE IR 2 0F 7038 1 150 71 B 4 AiE 2% S A5 B DLSR B A4 AE T4,
Hor A FERI L Lasso 58843 AT 5 AE e 2145101310100 1 OB R AR 48 Lasso 58 4410 4 2 51 A AUE 047 45 AE
i 18, DX 22 B0 7 A0 A2 1 43 AR B X S IR RRAE, T 0 5 3R B 22 A AS R AIE 2 18] P 8048 20 1 45 B B T 48 Lasso
RS AL B R ) Ly S 5 T DU A T, T B0 P T 3 4 TS L R AR AR 43 S B 2 A R 22 RVRRAE, TGV R L 22 B e
T B0HE 73 A0 45 B SEBR b5 43 28 18] B Lasso 45884 v (R ASU{E 7T LA S i S R B AR A1E T iR R 1 AL AL, A5 o A% 4
Lasso #5747 Sfeadk 48 m] SR ECRFAE 5088 20 A 15 B e Ah, — S8 FE )R, 2 43S I R 5 AR W bs EWDRFAE 2 17)
Xt AD I8 Wi B AT B NS T T2 19100 350 By 22 WA AE (10 55008 23 A 5 8, 02 4 T A e AN 22 B SRR AIE Pk H 11
FRAE TR AT B A R FA .

141 3 FF M 2= Ml (support vector machine, & FX SVM) LAFAR B 153 M6 467 12 N T2 T f 22 IR 0 5
1 AD 2 W U2 11017 R0 FELARL R S5 KA 35 /0N TR, DA DAL 28 27 51 e 2 50 il S8 AR T AT — L2 ifF T 3R
B T EL T B3 /0 T 88, 1) Gl 4 A1 B 0 T 27 b o 1 9 288 8 A0 92 A i 22 1120 [kt K 1D B 40 A 2% >J Ml (large  margin
distribution machine, & # LDM)5Z It Ji 7, 3 HH 18 3ot [7] B A KAk 1) 88 350 (8 5 e /N 1] B 07 22 SR DAk 18] B 23 A
— J7 T, Lasso Bt ) “BUE" 5 SVM H 1) “[R]BE 56 2 2] 45 132 A M R e A8 AR BB AR Atk ok, 78 23 ) FH 45080 4
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A B AS B3 AT S U A5 BB AT R e S R R REL LE A Geng 2 M IARIC 20 A7 2 S B URE S R kB T B kRAD
5 ZFrid % 2] 2 ANE Zhric 5 o LR I, A T IR ER 2 RS AR AR 2 1810 BR84S AR AE 22 18] 11
A BN T MRS R AE SR A3 4 R T 4 (K R0 4, 32 DK 8D B 2 A 2 >3 120 5 i A 2 3 U S )
JA R I AEGE Lasso A2 EAT ek, 368 5 38 n ) i o5 /NG BUE B I fe KA BUE J5 Z2 SRARAL BUE 43 A, LUK B 2
WAL 2 T8 B A s B IR T 2 T AUE A i Lasso 451 % $E4H B (weight-distribution based Lasso, & 7
WDL).

Ak, T 2SN G 5 A W hr EVRFE 2 (815 AD 2 W B B M, BT BUE 5> A Lasso RFAEEFE J7 %k
IR TR R E TR ANE B Rz A 50T 4%, 10 B 8 IR FFE 2 AR AE 2 ) 1 B A A
P T SCRF ML SVM, KB FE 7370 %2 S WL LDM Be 9% F F A 4= 850805 40 70 (19 e 5015 U2, B LA RE B8 B8 2kt R H 22
LA REAE 2 [A) ) B AMAE . R, LDM. B3 & 3 T 2 BUSRHER B3 AD 12 255 UL L s WL A SCHR T 2
FBUE 53 AT BB AE 2% SIHEZE i FiZAE SR 45 5 7 WDL ARG BRI LDM 433828, D8 UK 1% 45 28 5 ST 4
BRI WDL-LDMUN T 36 3F A SCHE H 1 27 STHE B8 FH T 5L B R 236 BRI 12 W (1) 48 25501k, R Y 16D s 2 40 i o
iE B4 E (Alzheimer’s disease neuroimaging initiative, fij#X ADNI) L) MRI. PET A CSF Z B &4FEH R, H 5
— S S VR HEAT LA SRR 4 SR ), WDL-LDM J5 VL B8 2t 3 = 4 S8 g

1 FFEHLAR

N T SRAFZ BT o3 JERE FE e 4 4 AR A AR SO Lasso PGB A5 Y LA K K [R] g 43 A 2 >
T PR T T RUE 43 A R AR AE 5 2 1 B I /R SO B 2 WA 2 B 1 45 H T i S HE SR T BB R R
VBRI V2 WT R P L AR R U A P 1% 2 STRE 20 AT L AR R I B 2 W LS DL R 3 D IR

(1) B 45,25 BIA SRR MRI AT PET o P& 45 34047 T 4ch 28, mv 504 B8 7 v SR Y SR [ 12 F 00 D7 92 3 ot T4k
HL 4 MR AT PET BE 3R T 93 4 12 X 3B A AR (volume) RF1iF;

(2) ¥ FREL MRI. PET $FAE LK CSF AG AR 8 056 AR 183 4k ) 22 B A R A0 46 i X, 485 & 28l bric i & y,
Wt T AUE /0 4 (1 Lasso RFAEIE A AL, F T 2 RS HRRAE p 34K S 0 5 A0E 148 DUAR Y im 4k /N FE A 2 )
i) 7L

(3) ¥ 35(2)5 SR AR 1 e 0 AR AT 1 A2 VI R0 LA B b i 1 iy B N 380 K TR0 R 43 A 43 28 3%

X FFOEIEE vashail i
sk |
-1
FHIEHI _ ii
MRIE{& MRIFFHE -1
(934F) -1
1
_ —_— ] E; 37 Bl e
el SHllLasso [—s] | ATIHE
B | ey 353 4
Fririi || I
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Fig.1 The system diagram of weight-distribution based sparse feature learning framework for early diagnosis of AD
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2 ETWESHRBREHEF SN EE AD S 75E

2.1 MMEGmAE

XfRH ADNI #5045 FE F i MRI 1 PET Fisi SIS R I SCHR[12] 0 09 T4 31 75 1k AT TRAL 3. B A g A2 28 8 ok
K N3 SERPI el UG 3T AT % A 5 )5 % &KL IE, T8 BSE(brain extraction tool) T B A0 pifi o 34 5,
Fe BRI AR5 8 FSL TP MR BG40 B 3 NS [ (1 4 80 26 5« 11 < i 5 i . 48 )5 1 Fl HAMMER
BEP A MRI A PET BUREAT BC v, IR T BRI 93 ANBOGIR X S8 824, 1 T H 48 M ik & MRI
BIG T 93 MRS M MR [X 5k i R 5 A4 AR (volume ). T % PET B T 5 & AN B 04 80 [X I 1) 4% T 40 988 88 . 28 1k T
Ab P 5 15 B RFIE A2 SR H MRI BRI 93 ANMRFE. SR E PET EM& 1) 93 ANMRHIEFISK B IE & #dlE CSF 1 3 A
FRAE (4 )% CSF AB42. CSF t-tau I CSF p-tau 7K “FA& Mi1E).

2.2 BETFMESHH Lasso $H{EF S HER

T8I T ML 28 2 31 1) 22 A5 25 BT 2R 2 e B9 12 W 40038 R 38 % THI Wfe 5 v 24 /N PR AR 22 S0 ) LA T 50 IR v 4 /N R
ARG Ty ST 27 ) AR SR FABUE Ly Y8 HOR BR R 85 e vk LGRS AR B AR 1E T 4. 5340, 0 T 7 43 FIL A
2 BLES T G 5 A= W0 bs B RRAE Z TA) X AD 12 W ) Tk, A Sl Tk 3R B 22 B 388 R A0 ) 008 0 A0 45 2 Sk I DA =
. K ) 56 43 A 2 >0 388 3 398 T ) 5 40 A 2 1 JU) A 00, SR N F2 90 HH S 47 [ S ML A ) I 40 A T SR 615 S, T Ak RE
RS EALZ AR Z £ 58 Lasso BRI o AUE SR IEARE ——XF BL ¢ R IR 2 15 A R AIE I 25048 2 A
15 12, AT L I SRECBUE 73 A7 15 B SR SEIL. 45 & A Ll A SR 2 T BUE /A5 [ Lasso AL~ I 8% WDL.
SR B, WDL B2 TEL 4 Lasso A5 20 b [R] B 38 0 5 /MG BUE Y (B 5 e R BUE 77 2 IE LI B FIEA SCHh R
I B 90 A 2 3] — 5 AR A 5] 3 T AUE A B Lasso RFAE 2% ST B AL R AR 2, 55 — 7 T th B 3R N4y K 1 2
FTLALESS 2.2.1 F G N LA 48,

22,1 RIERG A0 5 2 WL

T J T 10 22 AR PR BRT R IR B 1l B 02 B 403 B, R s T 7 SR FH S I EEL(SVMOAE 73 2K 3%, BLRE SR 15
B 1 4y P e, A% O R AR R 8 I B KA S /N )RR SRAR AL BB B 5 A B DA SRAS 2 AR ZE 50/ 3 AR R 5
B b, ) B 38 S ANAE S 3 ) AL P RS 2 S AR AL 6 T DA R T AR R LA AR 7T A o) SRV R T M REL 9
boosting 2 SIS b Ah AR 18] 1% 2 ST B ER T 4 oK R AR SO K ) 9 4 A 2 > 2OV K T I 4 A 2
U e g K T B 4 A1 2 S HLLDM)! VR S0 4 SR & FB8 2 SR 11 2% SO 58280 32 M 2R A Sy B A <) B 43 A EL AR Ak
e /IN 1] B> 5 0 2 2 i S (] A 84 o g O A T B 350 48 - e /N A TR 7 22 TE A T, DA FRAIG 7 28 25 )32 At 22
3 51N T B 43 A 15 DU Ak T I 5 405 S B 7k LDM BE WS R4S T SVM 1 2r 2K 1k g 5 e PR gl

S E —HNGFERLE S={(X1,Y1),(XasY2)s - - (Xns¥n) }, 3 0 AUIZREE A M BE N T R P e PEAS 1T 43 1) 1) R
LREFEML SVM T Z05 R G R AE 25 1] B0 AT i — NI GRREAR X, T I g S ) 7 4 2 F)L e 40, S R 1) LR A5 B
(1) K ) B 27 >0 77 9 A% 0 KB 3 K A0 /[N TR B " A B A 20 28 38 92 AR 22 3L b SR B L y=o0 g0 hRE AR
(Xi,Yi) O TR B 52 S A120)

7 = Yo" $(%),Vi=1,2,...,n (1)
FLrb d5 /0 8] B 2 A DI A AR HP R AR T80 B 1) d5 /ML

K 18] B 43 A 2% >3 Bl LDM 38 3 7] A 5 oK A4 1] R 359 48 3 B /N e ) B 7 22 I AR A 18D B 23 A, DASE — 25 B 43 2%
A INZ AR 2 IR 4 i BE R R (B B 70 A8 I it B M RRE A RIRR 7 Z T T A EAXREMHER, &
X =[BX)s P% )y BT Y = [Vis Vasevws Yo ' SR FEARSE 20 (1) W AT LA 4G BRI B 3ME 7 5752 7 0 ilA

bk N 1
7==2 Y@ $(X%)==(Xy) o,
ns n

D D307 B(X) - Y, 01,)) == (M7 XK T 0T Xyy X )

i=l j=1

(@)
7=

>
2 | =
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SeBR B LDM ghOR 7R TR SVM LAk 1] BB ih 2 30 T MR ISME 7 AR BE T 2 7 E NG I A0 B AR R
U
mind oo+ A7~ 47 +C3 4,
sty g(x) =1-¢&,
&=0,i=1..,n

H,8=0 Fp=0 452 TR 4 FE 55 ) B 07 22 0 8] b 48 10 I AL S 50 6 S 280 e>0 A
3B R 22 3 (3) AR AL ) U S SCRR[ 1914 H 1P 3 BEATLBE B2 T % (average stochastic gradient descent,
R ASGD)SHVEHEAT K M
222 BT BUE A ) Lasso FRAE S B A

T NERBER 183 4 2 RS HFAE (7] 2 TR0 A0 2 A8 T 4 AOAAE 48, O SREUREAE 9 A 5 B DA R FF 2 4
ARFAE 2 8] 1) EL M, 52 K TR B 43 A 2 20 J8 R AR SCHE Y T B8 FRUE /3 A 1Y) Lasso FRFEFHEAEL. 54448 Lasso
TR AIE e R AR AN [ () 2, 3 T BUE 20 A (1) Lasso A5 74 40 T BUHE 43 A 1E W14k 350, 78 B ASUE BB AMBUE 5 2.5 K
VF1) 5 A1 2% 20 A TR B, — 5 T 3@ i 5t /N A AU Y4 4845 0 A R AR AL 1) 2 5 I, 53 — 7 T e K A AU 5 2 ] BA
A58 J ) 1 2 B AR R B AR RS L, AT BB A ) I T 4 AN FE R 2 S B AR AE T 4R

g5 —HLNRREARLE {6,y B X = (X0, y = iy, A2 xieRT AUIZE X PIER—AMREA e {+1,
— 1 I GRBE A B (2 I bRc, o b f SRR IR AR AR 4 5 n BRI EERE AR OB S A weRT SRR B4k
AR BRASU AR 170 i, AT B — AN WA s 45 AR AR X 7 (R BUAEL 38 850 8 4, 22 T U 43 A1 1) Lasso(weight-distribution
based Lasso, &A% WDL)#: % (] H Fx & £ J(w) N

3

w1 _ -
min X Y} + 4 W, + 2%~ A @)

)T, |Xw =y AR/ 5 B K bR AR AR AU 1A 2w, (R I 2R 2 B 2R AAR L AL &y (y'=Xw) 5
BT B S BIARAC A By, I8 B R /N1 05 15 2 B /N ||w | B DB w1 Ly v K, A R A R A B w
4343 B wh BB A O, AT P T 7 3k 52 DI R iF 7 45 W U 1 B w044, W A AR 1 w2 LA [
W IRISSE 1 T 22 A R D BUAE 23 A7 1 D4k 300, A i 2 4 35 B P 4R AiF L A 28 OB, B Ik T 5% R R AE DL % 41 1)
PRI 25 MR AE B 15/ OB ER 11 B8 SE I I PR R AIE 1 HE 375 40 A0 A5>0 A IE U4k 2 40, DL =57 20(4) Hh 4% T o
R

Xt 3(4) B b ok 00 A0 A0 10 R, BT DR FH UL it 6 T B (PGD)YA P2 AT SR AR B A Sk 3, 5 (4) 1 H bk o B
J(W) AT BAAY BB AN 8 40 P38 AT SR S8 4 G(w) RIS AT 3R G354 H(w), B 41140 518

G(w) = {Xw =y + LW~ L ®)
H(w) = 4, i, ©)

IS8 (4) 1 4 3 Iw) LT 2
(W) = min G(W) + A ], ™

T H(w) AT 52, R EAS B8R A& i T B2 3647 SR A (B2 AR 35 STk [27,281, 7T BASR H X(4) B % B 21 1 48
b SRR AR BT G(w) AT 3,285 G(w) 6 & B BV G(w)ii & Lipschitz 2544, BIVAE7E % $ L>0, AR 48 22 #h A 20U k47
GW) BT £ 15 20(4) H ¥5 BB J(W)TE wy T I 40 kR BE & AC I SR 5 N

2
+ Ay W, ®)

W, = argminl W—(Wk —lVG(Wk)]
wo L L

3R (8), AT S H 5 t = w, -%vc;(wk), ISR AR
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1
Wics =arng3nI|\W—tH§ + Ay [y (©))

A w Rom w I AN R w45 g B R B, T (9) A 1A S A
th-A4/L, A/L<t!
W), =10, U< 4/L (10)
th+4,/L, tV<-4/L
Hor,wl,, 5t B3R Wiy 5 IS AN S . DRI 388 3ol 300 5 6 P I vk ) DA i SR A 356 T LA 431 () Lasso
PR B PR,

3 LI

3.1 ADNIIEE

A S 56 FUHE 5k EH T E BRB 2R 9K BR 9P (ADNI) 4 7 (http://adni.loni.usc.edu/). ADNI  H [E Fr & F 4 5¢
Fi(National Institute on Aging,f#% NIA). AW % BAG FNAEY) TFERF 72 Fr(National Institute of Biomedical
Imaging and Bioengineering, & #% NIBIB). 3 [ & i Fl254)) & # 5 (Food and Drug Administration, &5 FDA).
RE RGN AEHEERHALRAE 2003 4830 g, H 32 B ir 2N RS A4 MRIL. PET. HABAEARE
W CA R W PR A 28 00 B 24 74k SR 52 MCT R 1H AD [1)33E 8 (progression). i 30 8% B AL & I B0 PR A8 A 38 T 1) (1]
JFHIH] MRI B E8E . PET BMGEHRE DL S HAD S 20 A= WA 108, 1 40 - CSF, 38 A 3 — LI PR (1) 40 28 00 B 22 P4y
PF 418, 151 4 - 55 &) K 401 25 48 £ 2 3% (mini-mental state examination, f# #X MMSE) il & £E Jji 7 E ¥ &€ & %
(Alzheimer’s disease assessment scale-cognitive, fij#X ADAS-Cog).iX L& 2 1) 3 By B AR /R i BR O BB
(AD). %% FE I\ 0 B AS 5E (MCT) R IE 5 % R ZHL(NIC). ADNI 50408 22 1) 4 ik 2 AR 25 2 [B] 5 n 52K 50 AN 32l
RS R AR R H AR 25 800 N £ R B 55 5 ~90 &, H i 200 A2 E4E 3 42 FRER N
IFIIEH BIZZNAH 400 N sk 3 4 BRI Bl 42 B DA S0 b (08 200 A4k 2 4 BR IR I ik R BT /R
DRUFER I B X B B N AR5 S ] AN ADNI B W _E 3545,

AN EFE T BA MRI. PET Al CSF BLES HI B 38 B A0 HEAT T2 50, R 38 i e e i 19 e Ff
Vi) SR B2 1 B 7 [ B BT R 00 RO 04 2 o BT B DL b 3 NS EUR A i # 8 202 N E ZFEBIES
FCHR[12].36 1 ) X B0 N DTGt BORHE B

Table 1 Subject information (meanstd)

F 1 BOAFREAG B EAREE)

5 B AN RS ZHEER MMSE  ADAS-Cog

AD 51 75.2+7.4 14.743.6 23.842.0 18.3+6.0

NC 52 75.3+5.2 15.8+3.2 29.0+1.2 74432
MCI-C 43 75.8+6.8 16.1£2.6 26.6+1.7 12.943.9
MCI-NC 56 74.7+7.7 16.1+3.0 27.5+1.5 10.2+4.3

32 LHIRE

TR A3 A A IR R AR SCR A 100 9738 XU IE S WS SRV AN S50E 1 43 28 M g B AA SR i g B AR BT
BRIy e 10 4,38 — kL 1 A NI EE R R 9 I AE A IR G THELIX 10 IR SEEG IR P 34 kG 2
(ACCuracy)~ #U P (SENsitivity). 4% 5 FE(SPEcificity). 32 # TAE4FiF (receiver operating characteristic, f& #
ROC) 1 £ T T #H (area under curve, fii #8 AUC)E, LAE A 1 kK43 i 256 45 SR A8 5 BE AT A8 e i A HE 51 I, T3
HEAT 1R 10 $138 UBE R 50 I ESF S BE . BURE . R . AUC H.EE 10 KR4 I HIX 10 R
KI5 PR BE ACCL BURE SEN. ¢ 7= & SPE I AUC 1H.

FAM AL G SVM BL R H A 75 2R A SCRF M S AL 2610 EL 8 7 5,29k A LIBSVM(a Library for
Support Vector Machine, f&ii FX LIBSVM) T. B A7 B2 Bl o vb BT A i SVM 2328 (19 7 v # % L 42 A2, A
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SRR RGEE AL T T BUE /S AT K Lasso RRAEE D IR, IE AL S 5, Ay, Ay 3L IR 48 2R 07 VR AT
et KW REEA 0~1,20KA 0.01.75 K FH KIAIBE 5 A 5 ST HLEEAT 73 2 0025 38 o R FH SRR (19770 2 HH 14 K i)
B 73 A7 % S L T E AL (http://lamda.nju.edu.cn/code_LDM.ashx),Z % 3,,4,C 18 L W45 18 2 7 vk 3k 47 00 40, 34
KIEEN 0~100, KN 1.Lasso FFAELFMAI K Zhou 2 AR MALSAR T E. A (http://www.yelab.net/
software/MALSAR/), IF U] 4k, 2 45 [F] 1 1 38 3ok 0 s 48 22 D7 VR EAT AR AL, A RS B 0~125 K 0.01 (13 VER
B2, AR SO VR S B R A B R A VIR 4E I R 1 10 H7 32 BRI A0 75 21 .tk 41, SR F SCRR[ 1219 1
VA — 4677 1L AT BE 3 — 1k,
33 IIHR
3.3.0 AFTFE KR

T URAIEAS SCHE H 90 A7 2 SRR (WDL-LDM) H - 5 I BAT 7R 2% ¥ BRI 2 T B P B, 20 R4S 2 F S P e
SR 4 B4y RO VEEEAT LR IR 4 Phor 071 A2 AE R FE R R ALS VM) KRB 43 A 73 ZRHL(LDM). %+
-0 360 (t-test) IRV R AIE S 56 07 vk 45 6 SRR ) AL 40 28 38 DA S B T Lasso FFAEE 3 7 V4 45 & SC R AL A» 28488 36 2
25T WDL-LDM J7 ¥ 5 HoAth 4 FhJ7 v 7E B BRI 2 B8 48 23 712 28 AD/NC. MCI/NC. pMCI/sMCI FE
RELLEL eI 45 S AE R 2 H1,SVM FRon RER A SVM 7 KB R 3EAT 43 28 SE40; LDM £ 7s R K LDM 43 KRR ik
1753 200 t-test RN R R S0 AT FEAE L B8, BT FH SVM 73 2R A HE 4T 49 285100 Lasso Fon R A
Lasso A5 HEATRFAEIE £, AL A SVM 23 B HEAT 43 2 52 50 ;SLasso-LDM &7 56 SR I SCHR[30,3 1142 Hh 1)
Lasso-path J7 VA AT RRAE 1% 85, FF F LDM 43 AR EAT 73 285286 b 38 2 vh 5t 1 BT A S 6 &5 SR #0 2 J ik
10 YK 10 758 SRR 4> BT 398 e b o8 T ik — 20 He i & R o 5 iR M BEL I 2 I 7 3F 2 T T E ikt
N ROC HiT£E.

Table 2 For three binary classification problems (AD/NC, MCI/NC, and pMCI/sMCI),
our proposed method (WDL-LDM) compare with other state-of-the-art methods
(SVM, Lasso, LDM, SLasso-LDM and t-test) using multimodal data
R 2 ANRFEAELZHEELE 95552 AD/NC. MCI/NC. pMCI/sMCI f 1 fig HL s

AD vs. NC
)ik 5 (%) UK (%) R (%) AUC
SVM 90.3 90.1 90.5 0.963
LDM 90.9 91.4 90.3 0.959
t-test 90.7 90.5 90.9 0.963
Lasso 90.5 90.3 90.7 0.963

SLasso-LDM 94.6 92.7 96.3 0.989

WDL-LDM 97.5 99.1 95.9 0.996

MCI vs. NC
ViR/S P (%) UK (%) i 5 (%) AUC
SVM 76.9 823 66.8 0.814
LDM 72.0 84.2 65.3 0.799
t-test 77.4 82.6 67.5 0.817
Lasso 80.5 85.0 71.9 0.881
SLasso-LDM 81.9 94.6 74.5 0.919
WDL-LDM 83.1 95.3 76.4 0.924
pMCI vs. sMCI
Jj 1% AL UK (%) R 5 B (%) AUC
SVM 62.3 57.0 66.4 0.659
LDM 68.1 72.8 64.5 0.661
t-test 63.7 58.5 67.6 0.671
Lasso 74.1 70.5 76.9 0.809
SLasso-LDM 79.9 82.1 78.1 0.884
WDL-LDM 84.8 87.2 82.9 0.925

2R 2 MEL 2 B S B0 45 RAR SR ARG AR08 % 0 R B 6 itk 7 S 20 42 Wy B2 O 9T /R 9 g R 3 11) 12k . L v 7
AD/NC 43 FE 546 b SR FH A ST H ¥ 5: T BUME 23 A7 1) Lasso(WDL)RFAEIE % 7 1 Re 8 B . 4 i AR A LDM 43

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



ok R TR E BRI Y BAL A A AR 5] 1009

BRI 40 SNE RE AR AR LT ORI SVM 432888 SR ] t-test AT Lasso 7 fF 4 3 7 72 WO IR = 1 40 2506 72
R B RN S5 52T AUC B oA S48, X 2 B, R i DA P BRI S B3 7 VRS B A 2l g 43 28 M 8 1y 1k e SR IR,
7E MCI/NC 43 255256 v SR P4 I 35 35 25 U B 08 e W 0 b 33 20 B 8 fg 1k e L b R AR SCHRE H ) WDL
TR $E 7 VL B 12 2 $2 1R LDM 4 2588 11 73 2 M %R H t-test F1 Lasso $FAEIE 8 7 VE B RE BUdE — 26 SVM 432K
AR 43 M BT R LDM 43 538 MR BE A AR SVM 4 238 I k. i J5 12 pMCI/sMCI 432K 52 5
KRR G 3 20 TR BB 06 0 2 Bk o RS B PR e L R R t-test RRAEIE 3 7 v N AR R Sl = o 2 Mk SR
43 3R WDL Fl Lasso 4FAiE 26 £ 77 VL e 0% 153 2tk LDM 5 SVM 43 3K 28 1043 25k B 0 H /i WDL HH- A 1% 4%
R B E M LDM 43 28 8% e AL, OUR A LDM 43 2828 1M RE B B AR T OURH SVM 732K 4%
Bt RE. [FIEE 8 T 3 — D36 WDL-LDM  §9 14 B, 5256 b B 2R A SCHR[30,3 1738 tH A9 Lasso-path 77k %
WDL-LDM ) WDL 4 F 2 #5753, IR BI 2 2 th(#) SLasso-LDM 7732, 206 45 e &R 7 3 414y 25528 b WDL
34 F Lasso-path J5i%. 256 LA 13 2 FIEE] 2 [ 5256 23 A7 45 S ] LAAS Hh DA R 45 18 A SCHE HE ¥ WDL R 1iE i 4% 07
T REE A A0 SO oy SR I AR, P X pMCI/sMCT 23 M BB 1 ek 3L 1235 JF 45 & LDM 29 828 BB 8 58 iU
71 3 1 i, TR M S SCHE H (¥ WDL-LDM J7 ¥ B 9% 41 g b 82 Fi T 8L 390 00 2R 2 3 R 05 114742 1

AD vs, NC MCI vs. NC pMCl vs. sMCI
O e ——— 1.0 — _— 1.0 —
094 0.9 = 0.9
0.8 ] 0.8 - 0.8
0.7 | 0.7 T 0.7
0.6 # 06 ]— # 06
s = £ o5},
= 04 . gt 044 N o 0.4
Lasso N il —— L.asso A0
0.3 {-Hﬁi 034 }.t[glb\,t-'l 0348
0.2 SVM 02 SVM 0z2pl SVM
01 SLasso-L.DM 0.1 — Slasso-L.DM 01¥ SLasso-LDM
’ . —— WDL-LDM .{J ——WDL-LDM '” ——WDL-LDM
LO 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
[FE = fzkii bt

Fig.2 ROC curves of different methods for three binary classification problems
(AD/NC, MCI/NC, and pMCI/sMCI)
K2 AFEJTIEEZ S L5528 AD/NC. MCI/NC. pMCI/sMCI f#) ROC i £k

332 ZEALEREAEEE L KR R

N T BAEAR SCHE IR 43 AT 2 I B AL (WDL-LDM)FE % 5875 5 BB Bl L1020 MR RE, 7 DK 22 S R 1iE
45 (MRI+PET+CSF, fa # MPC) A1 ¥ A 25485 4 #0455 (MRI. PET. CSF)#i A %] WDL-LDM.% 3 #i /& WDL-LDM
J7 1253 BB AT 1E 2 08 5 A0 A BB S AR 0 |3 2% AD/NC . MCI/NC . pMCI/sMCI (5256 45 .8 7 58 B
AT M LG X e R K 2 e B 3 ] TR 3 AT i RN ROC 2R3 3 R 3 (¥seah A Rk W,
oK FH 22 B 25 4R T B0 R 05 345 50 47 1) 40 2Rk il T2 TR DMy, 3 48 22 2 R AF K30 2 IR0 A7 AF ELAMPE P2 B 45 50X
35 B, WDL-LDM J7 ¥ B % 47 2k & 22 A5 25 5 10 4008 E 3 20 #05 5 FHY Be 25 R 00 80808 1) 40 2K 5236 v K ) MIRIT
RS RFE R 05 3R A5 85 17 1) o3 Sk R 1 2 W, R BT A] /R 9 T R0 R AE I L 2 I S5 M T S BB R A T B 48
A% T H MRIR ] PET 80 CSF 525 RRAE tH B 3R A5 A B 12 W 1 B3 330 B, 5 390 A /% 2 3 R 05 B8 38 ANUAE
0 20 44 ey T BT AR A, A A A S e L B T AR A AR, B s R — S A AR A T TV R A [ e
X e 2 AR AE 3 2R B X TR K IGAE T WDL-LDM 7735 B8 M 22 1 25 4 A1E v 2 21 5 6 LA B Rk (R 4R AT
A, AT s 25 ASEAS AREAE 5 51 AR 11 de 25 = ) R, 3k B Akt v o S R MR B T L 1.
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Table 3 Comparison of performances that the WDL-LDM method
performs on multimodal and single modality data

R 3 A B RIE 2 RS HOE S RS 1 R RE I LR

AD vs. NC
B K (%) UK E (%) e (%) AUC
MRI 93.5 95.9 90.9 0.969
PET 91.4 95.9 86.8 0.968
CSF 83.7 84.4 83.2 0.866
MPC 97.5 99.1 95.9 0.996
MCI vs. NC
B K5 (%) U E (%) 5 (%) AUC
MRI 774 91.3 69.9 0.891
PET 69.8 88.1 59.9 0.869
CSF 70.9 80.8 65.4 0.753
MPC 83.1 95.3 76.4 0.924
pMCI vs. sMCI
e £ (%) UK E (%) 57 BE (%) AUC
MRI 75.4 79.9 71.9 0.856
PET 72.0 80.5 65.4 0.826
CSF 63.1 69.3 58.4 0.646
MPC 84.8 87.2 82.9 0.925
AD vs. NC MCl vs. NC pMCl vs. sSMCI
g : 10 — 1.0 e
0.9 P 09 :
ospl 08} e
0.7} | 0.7l
06 3064 -
Zost! = 05}
=04l =04} |
03F o 03¢ o
0.2 : H’I; 02 ) f>|“|
0.1 — ML 0.1} — e
O 02 04 06 08 10 0 02 04 06 08 10 0002 02 06 08 10
B Pl T

Fig.3 ROC curves of the WDL-LDM method with multi-modality and single-modality data, respectively
3 WDL-LDM 43 A1E 2 B HE 5 A 4228 AD/NC. MCI/NC. pMCI/sMCI ] ROC i1 £k

3.3.3 G i XA I

9T BE A SCHR 1) 93 A 2 ) BB (WDL-LDM) F TR B8 S5 HE P 0B R0 3R 4~ 6 FIH T 18 3 oy
FesEeh WDL 7 k1 tH AR 8 RHAE 1 4R, 28 5 AR 328 HA R AR X B (9~ 3 AU E EAT 1 HE 7 85 o T Sk ix A
He e F v v, 3R R B T X SRR FE AN R 43 SR ) P H. R 4~3% 6 HARRERHMERLRTE 10 IR 10 #7238 X5
UE SIS R WDL 7732305 i IR AR AL, X e R AE B AT 1R 4 PRz A4 1 A0 ) 1k 2R ALl b P S5 BUE B2 10 7k 10
A8 XCHUE S2 30U B 3E . A SCHE HH 1) WDL e 5 5 vE 515 40 Lasso 5K I X 5 & 7T FI A BUE 2 i 15
BT 2 BASFHEIE S, X AR TR MOBUA M EIES Ly JEBCRIERRE 5 PE, R s R B ) 2 07 22
PRFF IR AR FFE TR A PR 4~3% 6 TR RUE AT AR E R AT 5 P AT R FF— B IXIUESE T WDL
TR BT B UL TS HE 5 B0 2 e Ah 7E 3R 4~38 6 i N MRT BEZS 13k tH B E o X 4 1iE 2 £ F PET M
CSF BLAS, X B35 B, B MR L3S 75 7 SR 7R %3 BRI (1012 W 14 RE A0 T B R F PET B8R CSF BEAS 7R 3R 4~
6 1113 443 S Is Ik H I FRUE R AE ARSI & 1 3 MRS BRHE (X B8 IF T 2 B2 i 18 5 AR Wb B PR ik
T AD 2 W BB T AME K 4~ 6 I A — MAFEE IS, HZ R T IR P {E/NT 0.05 BFIRHIE %k t LAE,
AL P {ERKTF 0.05 FIFRFE A% X R W t-test 7K P E BT RAHEE BT R IR AL AR TR 2
WDL-LDM 55y R REB BT t-test 730 R.WDL 772388 H 1 A2 e o X 78 oA A 26 STk e #1 ik
127143233 gl finhippocampal . amygdala. temporal lobe. precuneus. insula 2545 3% 6 fiK [X 75 [ % 4% F S2
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Table 4  Selected stable features ranking using the WDL-LDM method on AD/NC classification
#F* 4 1E AD/NC 43 2K3:5 h WDL-LDM 3 H 183 5 R AR HE 7

Bz RRAE/ % X 4 B P1H
MRI Hippocampal formation right 0.124x10°™°
MRI Hippocampal formation left 0.208x107'°
PET Precuneus left 0.985x10°"°
CSF t-tau 0.108x10°
MRI Inferior temporal gyrus right 0.277x107°
MRI Uncus right 0.378x107°
CSF Ap42 0.179%x1077
MRI Lateral occipitotemporal gyrus left 0.141x10°°
PET Anterior limb of internal capsule right 0.106x107
MRI Angular gyrus right 0.491x107*
PET Entorhinal cortex right 0.000 19
PET Amygdala left 0.000 90
PET Postcentral gyrus left 0.000 94
MRI Inferior occipital gyrus left 0.001 19
PET Putamen right 0.001 31
MRI Parahippocampal gyrus left 0.005 48
PET Parahippocampal gyrus right 0.020 13
PET Cingulate region right 0.022 64
PET Superior temporal gyrus left 0.059 42
MRI Supramarginal gyrus right 0.161 12
MRI Insula right 0.208 78
PET Medial frontal gyrus left 0.322 78
MRI Anterior limb of internal capsule right 0.349 32
MRI Medial front-orbital gyrus right 0.600 74
MRI Fornix right 0.683 65
MRI Superior frontal gyrus right 0.869 45
MRI Lingual gyrus left 0.874 95
MRI Fornix left 0.920 06

Table 5 Selected stable features ranking using the WDL-LDM method on MCI/NC classification

# 5 1E MCI/NC 4} 2Kse5ft WDL-LDM i H K78 @ R AEHE

B REAE /I X 4 P14
MRI Hippocampal formation left 0.000 000 5
CSF t-tau 0.000 001 9
CSF Ap42 0.000014 9
MRI Parahippocampal gyrus left 0.000 2
PET Precuneus right 0.000 4
MRI Cuneus left 0.000 6
MRI Temporal pole right 0.001 9
PET Middle frontal gyrus left 0.007 2
PET Entorhinal cortex right 0.0150
MRI Anterior limb of internal capsule left 0.018 8
MRI Thalamus right 0.024 9
MRI Posterior limb of internal capsule inc. cerebral peduncle left 0.040 6
PET Superior parietal lobule right 0.082 5
PET Caudate nucleus right 0.204 1
MRI Middle occipital gyrus right 0.233 5
MRI Occipital pole right 0.286 1
PET Inferior occipital gyrus left 0.4523
PET Temporal pole left 0.632 7

3.3.4  IEMESHON 73 K1k BE B2 1
R 2 S50 45 R AR W] B8N WDL 5 ARk 320 BRAE 06 W) i 03t LDM 970 ek B, IX thIE 1 A SCH i WDL

RFAE L 75 12 B0 A 24Pk A WDL R AIE e A 7 v 3 o S IS E 2 A IE WAL TR % 4 Lasso B vp DL

1011

e A T

AN RE,IX S BT RCE 43 A0 R ST RFAE S AT SR T AL 48 Lasso MEAY WA 25 RERHAE 43 A0 45 8, BT LAAS SCIR AR A%
4t Lasso &M 5] NAUEE 7 Afi e 565 2, 8 B e MU BUE P AE I S KA AUEL 5 22 08 1 38 B3R M B R A 281k 72
WDL-LDM #5784 o3 5 o WDL #E47 A [7) 15 0 4k 2 0se B R R 73 R 1 RE AR 40, DL SR B8 IE 5T AU 73413 2
RofE A Rk, R 7 g T WDL RIEIE #7280 BN 1) WDL-LDM 3 K1 fig
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Table 6 Selected stable features ranking using the WDL-LDM method on pMCI/sMCI classification
< 6 1 pMCI/sMCI 43 25250 WDL-LDM i t ¥ Fa i REAEHE T

B R AIE /i X 44 B P14

MRI Perirhinal cortex left 0.004 7
PET Superior frontal gyrus right 0.006 5
PET Medial frontal gyrus right 0.009 8
CSF t-tau 0.014 4
CSF p-tau 0.014 8
PET Lingual gyrus left 0.026 5
PET Hippocampal formation right 0.028 1
MRI Anterior limb of internal capsule left 0.040 6
MRI Inferior frontal gyrus right 0.046 9
PET Entorhinal cortex right 0.084 6
MRI Temporal pole left 0.086 8
MRI Inferior frontal gyrus left 0.091 1
MRI Angular gyrus left 0.1352
MRI Fornix left 0.146 0
MRI Superior occipital gyrus left 0.208 9
PET Cuneus left 0.286 6
MRI Precentral gyrus left 0.413 1
MRI Postcentral gyrus left 0.5529
PET Temporal lobe WM left 0.6250
MRI Occipital pole left 0.6879
PET Amygdala left 0.761 0
MRI Inferior occipital gyrus left 0.761 7
PET Caudate nucleus left 0.7818
MRI Uncus right 0.7852
MRI Supramarginal gyrus right 0.990 8

Table 7 Classification performance comparison of our proposed method (WDL-LDM)
using different setting of regularization parameters on the step of WDL feature selection

R 7 WDL R £ 7R A A 1R W 4 2 $0is B i) WDL-LDM 7)1 i HL

E L2 5 =2 AD vs. NC - MCI vs. NC - pMCI vs. sMCI
7 (%) AUC (%) AUC FE (%) AUC
A2,23=0 93.3 0.991 80.7 0.913 783 0.870
=0 94.5 0.992 81.6 0.918 81.8 0.912
A3=0 92.8 0.986 80.8 0.916 79.1 0.887
A, 2,25>0 97.5 0.996 83.1 0.924 84.8 0.925

FEZR T R, IR WA 2 e B O A, A5=0", 378 B0 AL 20 A1 T UK T, UL I, WDL R Il 28 % 58 2 1 4t 1)
Lasso; #5 5 B N “A,=0", W 7= BEA s/ AU 22 8 I A I00 35 ¢ B O A5=07, W 27 ¥ A e KA BB 75 22 1E
WA TG 3 A0 45 ¥ BN A, Ao, A>07 U 3O (R I A7 AEACEE Ly Y BORIBCE 73 A IE ML 0T 38 7 B sz g SRR WA
3 Aoy SRS ] I SR PSR Ly Y ORISR 23 A5 1E U AL T ) WDL-LDM 73 64k REAR AL T- oAt 3 b 1 000 £k 2 4
BB T7 5 AR IR 23 A IE WAL T, WDL-LDM  J53 2RV 58 B2 AN 1 24,4, 4,>0" 2 H ik B 7 58 SR
I /MU BUE 358 38 5 R AR BUE J7 2 TE WL I, WDL-LDM 43 25 6 A5 B 82 22 12,40, 4>0" 5 % B 7 8. 45
& LA b SR 8518 R W1, £ 4% 4t Lasso A5 78 v [7] I I 5 /I P ASUAEL 3440 A e R AR ASUAEL 75 22 1 0 A 0 R 0 A5 28k it
T R ) RE.

4 EERE

T IRAFEZ A 43 28 B B (9 73 AR AR SCAR G Lasso REAE G BEAR Y DL K K 1] B 43 A 2 > 5
BB T BT RUE 3 A A B RRAIE 27 = 9 5L AR /K 2% 0 BR O 12 W HE 22 B R U, 122 T HE AR A0 8 3 N300 8 o
XPRAEN MRI A1 PET fisi B HEAT — R A TAL P H SR BUREAE R JE AR YE £ G0 Lasso HEAYHR H B T BUHE 710 1
Lasso FFAEIE B4 A (WDL), AT F T M 2 18 A R 1 o 54K P B8 58 4 R R A0 4 8 S5 R K TRD B 4 A 43 2R 4L
(LDM) I 53 FEA5 7Y 8 [ o 2 4 900 S0 B0 98 )% (ADNTI) | SRl MRI. PET Ml CSF £ #26 $d 47 S2 06 96 40F,
I 5 — Be A 3¢ 1Y 75 VEREAT L S a6 45 B B, WDL-LDM 75 v RS % A 208 5 20 MR B JE B RUOR) ) 2 M 25 0
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{EUAT DASE Il S A B B 06 AN 58 42 1) 22 BEAS Hdla BT 27 20 500538 AT AP e B R 4 T 1k e
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