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Eicaywyn

® OL paBnowakeg duokoAieg (m.x. ADHD, dyslexia) emnpedlouv peydAo moocooto poBnTtwv
TIAYKOOUIWG

®» H Slayvwon Baociletol ouxvad o€ KAWIKEC TAPATNPACELS KAl EPWTNUATOAOYLA, Ta oTola
UItopEL val lval UTTOKELUEVIKA

® H texvnTn VonUoouvn ETLTPETEL TV AVAAUON HEYAAWYV Kal cUVOeTWV dedopévwy

®» To povtéda Machine Learning pmopouv va evtomicouv potifa cupmepldopdc Kol
YVWOTLKNG Aettoupyiag rou Sev eival eUkoAa opatd




T xpelalouaoTe

™ AVTIKELLEVIKA OLOYVWOTLKA Epyaieia

®» Acbopéva amnod Bloohpata, cupepLdopd Kol YVWOTLKA TECT UMTOPOUV va avaAuBouv e
machine learning

= Xpnon multimodal data yia va BeAtiwBel n katavonon twv padnolakwv SUCKOALWY

® ‘Epeuva 1OV va oToXeUEL 0Tn OnULOUPYLO UTTOOTNPLKTIKWY €PYOAEiwV yla 8LKOUC Kall
eKmaldeuTIkoUC




AVATITOEN MOVTEAWY KAl E(papuoywV
Alayvawong AEMY pe xpnon TTOALTPOTTIKGWV
eOOUEVYV KAl AAYOPQIBUOLC PNXAVIKNG

buatnong




H AEMY &
N NMookANoON TNC AIAYVWONC

Yuxvn vevpoavartuélakn dtatapaxn (5—7% madiad, 2—4% eviAikeg)

JUUITTWHOTO: ampooetia, UTIEPKLVNTLKOTNTA, TIOLPOPUNTIKOTNTA

MpokaAel onpavtikec SuokoAiec og oxoAeio, epyacia, kowwviki {wn

H dudyvwon Baoiletal og UTTOKELUEVIKA EpYOAEL (OUVEVTEVEELC, EPWTNHOATOAOYL)

Etepoyevela OUMMTWHATWY & ocuvvoonpotnteC (Aayxog, KatdBAupn) mepUTAEKOUV TN

Sdlayvwon
Avaykn: Avtikelpevikol Blodeiktec & texvoloyLka epyaAeia umtooTtnPLENG

YTOX0C epyaocioc: Aflomoinon moAutpormikwv Sedopevwv pe Mnxovikn Mabnon yla

avarntuén SLayvVwoTIKWV LOVTEAWV



BIBAIOYOA®PIKN AVOOKOTTNON -
EmioTnuovIKO MAQIoCIO

Auvéavopevo evdladepov yla alomoinon Texvntig Nonpoolvng otn LeAETN TtnG AEMY
Aebopéva mou xpnotlpomnotlouvtal:

®  Neupoarneikovion (fMRI, EEG)

®»  Quololoyika orjpata (HRV, EDA)

®  Neupoyuyxoloyika teot (m.x. CPT-II, Stroop)

®»  Suunepiudpopikol deiktec (actigraphy, odBaApokivnon)

2TOXOG: AVTIKELMEVLKOTEPN SLAYVWON KOL KOTOVONOT VEUPOBLOAOYLKWY UNXAVLIO LWV

MpokAnoelc: Etepoyevela mAnbuopwy, pikpd deiypata, SLadopeTIKA TPWTOKOAAQ



BIBAIOYOQ®PIKN AVOOKOTTNON —
EvéeikTIKEC EpevvnTikES Mpooeyyioelc (1)

= Tang et al. (2022)
® Dataset: fMRI amo eviAikeg pe/xwpic AEMY
®» MeBodoc: Autoencoders yla e€aywyr XOpaKTNPLOTIKWY + Taflvounon
® AmnotéAeopa: AkpiBela ~99%

= Andrikopoulos et al. (2024)
® Dataset: MoAutpornikd puoloroyika ocnpata (EDA, HRV, Bepuokpaoia d€ppatoc)
®» MeBodoc: Random Forest & Gradient Boosting oe emiAeyuéva features
® AmnotéAeopa: AkpiBela ~82%

= Alsharif et al. (2024)
® Dataset: EEG kataypadéc matdwwyv pe AEMY
®» MeBoboc: YBpLOIkd CNN + LSTM yla taévopnon

14 I
® AnoteAeopa: AkpiBela >95%
Tang, Y., Sun, J., Wang, C., Zhong, Y., Jiang, A., Liu, G., & Liu, X. (2022). ADHD classification using auto-encoding neural network and binary hypothesis testing. Artificial Intelligence in Medicine, 123, 102209.
Andrikopoulos, D., Vassiliou, G., Fatouros, P., Tsirmpas, C., Pehlivanidis, A., & Papageorgiou, C. (2024). Machine learning-enabled detection of attentiondeficit/hyperactivity disorder with multimodal physiological data: a case-control

study. BMC psychiatry, 24(1), 547
Alsharif, N., Al-Adhaileh, M. H., & Al-Yaari, M. (2024). Diagnosis of attention deficit hyperactivity disorder: A deep learning approach. AIMS Mathematics, 9(5), 10580-10608.



BIBAIOYOQ®PIKN AVOOKOTTNON —
EvéeikTIkEC EpevvnTikee Mpooeyyioelc (ll)
= Wiebe et al. (2024)

® Dataset: VR meptfailov pe EEG, actigraphy, odpBaApokivnon
® MeBoboc: Multimodal fusion pe ML classifiers
® Anotedeopa: AkpiBeta ~81%

= Das & Khanna (2021)

® Dataset: Pupillometry (dtapetpog kopng) oe evnALkeg pe AEMY

® MeBoboc: SVM oe xapaktnplotikd pupil dilation
® AnotéAeopa: AkpiBela ~87%
= Fasmer et al. (2020)

® Dataset: Actigraphy oe evr)AlKeC yla HETPNoN Klpkadlou puBuou
® MeBoboc: Avaluon Kipkadlwv detktwyv pe ML povieda

® AmnotéAeopa: Yrtooxopevn Stakpion AEMY amo vylelc papTtupeg

Wiebe, A., Selaskowski, B., Paskin, M., Asché, L., Pakos, J., Aslan, B., ... & Braun, N. (2024). Virtual reality-assisted prediction of adult ADHD based on eye tracking, EEG, actigraphy and behavioral indices: a machine learning analysis of
independent training and test samples. Translational psychiatry, 14(1), 508.

Das, W., & Khanna, S. (2021). A robust machine learning based framework for the automated detection of ADHD using pupillometric biomarkers and time series analysis. Scientific reports, 11(1), 16370.
Fasmer, O. B., Fasmer, E. E., Mjeldheim, K., Fgrland, W., Syrstad, V. E. G., Jakobsen, P., ... & Oedegaard, K. J. (2020). Diurnal variation of motor activity in adult ADHD patients analyzed with methods from graph theory. PloS one,
15(11) eN?241001




[eplypapn Acdouevady - Dataset

8

® Anuootlo dataset HYPERAKTIV

8

(evAAikeg pe/xwpic AENY)

¢

No ADHD ADHD

Number of Participants

2

™  >UVOALKO Seiypa: 103 CUUETEXOVTEG

(51 ADHD, 52 controls)

= Modalities: Actigraphy, HRV, CPT-II, '

SnuoypadLkd, KAWVIKEC KALLOKEC

msm No ADHD

25

® [JAEOVEKTNUA: TTOAUTPOTILKO KOl [N .

eMEUBATLKO Rt

10

0 1
Sex (0=Female, 1=Male)
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[ooetTeCepyaoia AeSOUEVRV

KaBaplopog, kavovikomoinon Kol evormoinon moAUTPOTiLKwY S€60UEVWV
AVTILETWTTLON EAATTWV TLUWV

Ermtlloyn xapaktnplotikwy (Feature Selection) og 2 oevapla:
= Actigraphy + CPT-II
= Actigraphy + HRV

YTOX0C: pelwon dtdotaonc, BeAtiwon yevikevuong



YOYKplon Feature Selection (RFE)

Yevaplo 1 —
Actigraphy + CPT-I

YOuPETEXOVTEG: 80

APXIKA XOPAKTNEIOTIKA: 1562

Feature Selection: RFECV pe 20-fold CV
BEATIOTOC apIBUOG: 15 xapakTNPIoTIKA

O@ENN: PEION LTTEPTTPOCAPUOYNG,

BeATICOON EPUNVELOIUOTNTAC

YEVAPIO 2 —
Actigraphy + HRV

YoupeTexovTeg: 50 (25 ADHD, 25 conftrols)
XapaktneloTika: actigraphy + HRV
Feature Selecftion: stratified k-fold CV
BEATIOTOG QpIBUOG: 5 XOPaKTNPIOTIKA

O@EAN: avadelfn TTOALTPOTTIKWY TTIOAVYV

BlodeikTV



Classification

™ >toxoc: dtakpion ADHD amo Controls

= AUo oevapla:
= Actigraphy + CPT-II
= Actigraphy + HRV

=  AAyoplBpuol tou 1° gevapiou: Decision Tree, Random Forest, Gradient Boosting, XGBoost,

LightGBM, AdaBoost, CatBoost, Extra Trees kat RUSBoost

= AAyoplBuol tou 2ou oevapiou: Bernoulli Naive Bayes, Gaussian Naive Bayes, Gradient
Boosting, Logistic Regression, Random Forest, Support Vector Machine (SVM) kail

Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)
= Aflohoynon: stratified k-fold cross-validation

™ Metplkec: Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-score, ROC-AUC




Clustering

= >evaplo: Actigraphy + HRV
=  AAyoplOuoc: K-means clustering

= Kavovikornoinon pe StandardScaler

®»  Aciktec afloAoynong: Silhouette, Calinski-Harabasz, Elbow method

™  >TOX0C: aviyveuvon mBavwyv vroopddwyv aveEaptnta amno labels




ATTOTEAECUATO

Classification — Classification —
Actigraphy + CPT-l Actigraphy + CPT-I

(Full Dataset) (FS)

Algorithm Accuracy F1  AUC Precision Recall Algorithm Accuracy F1 AUC Precision Recall

Decision Iree 053 052 0.1 0.49 0.60 Decision Tree 0.79 077 0.77 0.79 0.80
1“*”{‘1‘“” Forest 0.70 0.70  0.61 0.67 0.77 Random Forest 0.90 0.84 0.87 0.84 0.87
Gradient Boosting 0.55 0.5 0.9 0.59 0.62 Gradient Boosting 0.83 0.78  0.82 0.82 0.77
LightGBM 062 062 063 035 0.75 LightGBM 0.79 079 0.83 0.78 0.85
AdaBoost 0.53 049051 0.47 0.52 AdaBoost 062 057  0.60 0.59 0.60
CatBoost 0.67 0.69  0.66 0.66 0.77 CatBoost 0.85 084 085 0.83 0.90
Bxtra Trees U089 0.8 090 vt 067 Extra Trees 0.83 083 082 0.84 0.87
RUSBoost 0.50 0.49  0.51 0.50 (.55 RUSBoost 0.75 069 0.73 0.69 0.75

20-fold stratified cross-validation




ATtoTeAeopaTa — Test Test

Classification — Classification —
Actigraphy + CPT-II Actigraphy + CPT-II
(Full Dataset) (FS)
Algorithm Accuracy F1 AUC‘ ’ Precision Recall Algorithm Accuracy F1 AUC Precision Recall
Decision Tree 0.68 0.71  0.67 0.71 0.71 Decision Tree 0.76 0.78 0.7 0.78 0.78
Random Forest 0.72 0.75  0.77 0.73 0.78 Random Forest 0.72 0.74  0.82 0.76 0.71
Gradient Boosting 0.72 0.75 0.81 0.73 0.78 Gradient Boosting 0.80 0.81 0.86 0.84 0.78
XGBoost 0.84 0.83 0.93 1.00 0.71 XGBoost 0.80 0.80  0.85 0.90 0.71
LightGBM 0.64 0.64 0.72 0.72 0.57 Light GBM 0.76 0.76  0.85 0.83 0.71
AdaBoost 0.68 0.69 0.73 0.75 0.64 AdaBoost 0.72 0.74  0.81 0.86 0.71
CatBoost 0.72 0.77  0.86 0.70 0.85 CatBoost 0.76 0.76  0.85 0.83 0.71
Extra Trees 0.60 0.68 0.78 0.61 0.78 Extra Trees 0.60 0.58  0.70 0.70 0.50
RUSBoost 0.80 0.78  0.85 1.00 0.64 RUSBoost 0.76 0.75  0.87 0.90 0.64

Training Set (70%) kai Test Set (30%)
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KAALTEQOI AAYOPIBUIOI

Random Forest - Confusion Matrix (20-fold CV)
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Tast Set Accuracy
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AEIOANOYNON TOL BEATIOTOL AOAYOPIBUOL
o€ SIOKPITA DLTTOOLVOAA

Dataset Ac:cﬁrac:y F1 AUC Precision Recall
Cross-Validation 0.85 0.79  0.83 0.83 0.80 CPT-Il subset
Test Set 0.72 0.74 0.82 0.76 0.71
Dataset Ac(:iua,(:y F1 AUC Precision Recall
Cross-Validation 0.66 0.59  0.66 0.63 0.62 Activity subset
Test Set 0.44 0.41 0.55 0.50 0.35
Dataset A{':\(:m‘a:(:y Tl AUC Precision Recall
Cross-Validation ~ 0.88  0.86 0.87 0.88 0.87 Combined subset

Test Set 0.80 0.80  0.85 0.90 0.71




1.0

Accuracy

ROC AUC

0.0

Test Set Accuracy by Dataset (XGBoost)

0,800

CPT-Il Only Activity Only Combined

Test Set ROC-AUC by Dataset (XGBoost)

0851

CPT-Il Only Activity Only Combined

F1 Score

Score

101

Test Set F1-Score by Dataset (XGBoost)

0.800

CPT-1l Only Activity Only Combined
Average Performance by Data Modality (XGBoost)
EE Accuracy
I Fl-5core

. ROC-AUC

Combined

Activity Only CPT-1l Only



AttoTeAéopaTa Actigraphy + HRV

Model Activity Only HRV Only Multimodal

Ace Fl1 Pree Ree MCC AUC | Ace F1 Pree Hee MCC AUC | Aece F1 Pree Ree MCC  AUC
Bernonlli Naive Bayes | D67 065 068 065 033 072 [062 059 064 061 022 067 | 076 074 079 075 052 082
Cianssian Maive Bayes 0.7 067 06T 072 (.44 076 | 059 057 060 060 (1.20) 62 | 080 079 082 078 0.64 .85
Gradient Boosting 068 067 069 069 032 0.7s [ 068 065 051 050 0.41 0L,7s | 0 0577 080 0579 061 .84
Logistic Regression 070 oot bl 0070 042 0.7 | 2 061 5% O6h 02T b6 | 078 078 07T 076 (L6l .54
Random Forest 0.71 050 072 071 (1.:349 0.74 | 0062 061 061 (L6d (.24 067 | 080 078 082 081 (b3 .55
SVM 0.7 072 073 .73 0458 L0 T 6 L X T | s ] | 0.72 | 0.2 0080 079 0.7 (.59 0.=8T
Stochastic Gradient Descent | 067 064 068 067 0.5 0,72 ) iisd 0060 06D el .24 b6 | 082 (.81 (.81 0.8 (G2 O.sT




F1 Score Comparison Across Modalities

MCC Comparison Across Modalities
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AttoteAeopaTta Clustering
Actigraphy + HRV

Silhouette Analysis Calinski-Harabasz Analysis Elbow Method
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ADHD Clusters in PCA Space ADD Distribution in PCA Space
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[evikevon o€ AIAYVWOTIKO ETTiTTedo

Cross-Diagnostic PCA Projection Anxiety-Related Patterns Across Groups
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VOALON XPOVIKNG LTABEOOTNTAC
Bio&eIkTV

Temporal Stability Analysis
Biomarker Cnnsiuhmihcmss Time Windows
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YOUTTEQAOUATA

To oevaplo CPT-II + Actigraphy €dwoe upnAdtepn amodoon
To HRV + Actigraphy eixe xaunAotepec enidooelg, aAla mpocBbeoe pucloloyikn dtaotaon
To Feature Selection BeAtiwoe epunvevoilpoTnTA XWPLG amwAeLa armodoong

Ot aAyoplBuot (Random Forest, XGBoost, Gradient Boosting) umtepeixav twv amAwv

LOVTEAWV

>to Clustering pe K-means oto osvapto HRV + Actigraphy avadeixbnkav duo clusters e

LEPLKN ETUKAAL YN
Evbeielc Umtapéng umotunwy evtog ADHD kat Controls

PCA visualization - diadopormnoinon pe Baon HRV + dpaoctnplotnta



[leplopiouol & MEANOV

= [leploplopol

Mikpo pEyeBog delypatog - mMEPLOPLOUEVN YEVIKELON
Cross-sectional oxeblaopog (pia xpovikn otyun, oxt dtaxpovika dedopéva)
Xprion CUYKEKPLUEVWV OAyopiBUwWY = TiBavr) UTTOEKTIUNGCN KN YPAULIKWY TIPOTUTIWV

Feature selection Baolopévo povo os RFE

®»  VeAAOVTLKQ

Evomoinon neplocotepwyv ninywv dedopevwy (m.x. EEG, fMRI)
Xprion HeyaAUTEPWVY, SLOTIOALTLOLKWY SELYUATWV
Avarmtuén epunveVoIUwWY HOVTEAWYV (explainable Al)

Alepevvnon Staxpovikwyv dedopévwy (longitudinal peAétec)



FOXOPIOTW
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