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AVATITLEN MOVTEAWY KAl Epappoywyv
Alayvaoonc AEMY pe xpnon TTOALTPOTTIKGWV
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Elcaywyn —
H AEMTY & N MNpookANonN TNG AlQyvwonc

= > uyvr veupoavartrtucliakr diatapaxn (5—7% taidid, 2—4% evAAIKEC)
™ 3 UUTITWHATA: ATTPOCECIA, UTTEPKIVATIKOTNTA, TTAPOPMNTIKOTATA
® [lpokaAei onUavTIKEC DUOKOAIEC O€ OXOAEgio, Epyaaia, KoIVwVIKA {wn

®» H diayvwon BaoileTal o€ UTTOKEIMEVIKA EPYAAEIQ (OUVEVTEULEIC, EPWTNMATOAOYIQ)

®» ETepoyEvEId CUUTITWHATWY & ouvvoonpoTnTEG (AyXOG, KATABAIWN) TTEPITTAEKOUV TN
dlayvwaon

®  AvAykn: AVTIKEINEVIKOI BIODEIKTEC & TEXVOAOYIKA EpYOAEia UTTOOTHPICNS

® >10X0C¢ epyaciag: Aglotroinaon TTOAUTPOTTIKWY dedoueévwy pe Mnxavikry Maénon yia
AvATITUEN OIAYVWOTIKWY JOVTEAWV




BIBAIOYOQ®MIKN AVAOCKOTTNON -
EmoTnuoviko MNMAaioio

®»  Aucavouevo gvolagépov yia aclotroinan TexvnTSc Nonuoouvng otn MEAETN TNG
AEMY

®» Aedopéva TTOU XPNOIPOTTOIOUVTA:
=  Neupoartreikovion (fMRI, EEG)
=  Quololoyika ofuarta (HRV, EDA)
=  Neupowuxoloyika teoT (11.X. CPT-II, Stroop)
= 3 UPTTEPIPOPIKOI OEIKTEG (actigraphy, opBaAuokivnon)
®  2TOXOG: AVTIKEIMEVIKOTEPN OIAyVWON KAl KATAvONon  VEUPORIOAOYIKWYV
MNXQVIOHWV
®» [lpokAnoeigc: Etepoyévela  TAnBuouwy, uIKpA  Ociypata, OIaQOPETIKA

TTPWTOKOAAQ



BIBAIOYOQ®MIKN AVOOKOTTNON —
EveeIkTIKEC EpevvnTikES Mpooeyyioels (1)

= Tang et al. (2022)
» Dataset: fMRI atrd evhAikeg pue/xwpic AENMY
= MEBodoc: Autoencoders yia e€aywyr] XapaKTNPIOTIKWY + TACIVOUNON
» AtrotéAeopa: AkpiBeia ~99%
» Andrikopoulos et al. (2024)
= Dataset: [MoAuTpoTTIKG QuUOIoAoyIka opaTta (EDA, HRV, Bepuokpacia dEpuaTocg)

= MéEBodoc: Random Forest & Gradient Boosting o€ tmiAeyuéva features
» AmrotéAeopa: AkpiBeia ~82%
» Alsharif et al. (2024)
= Dataset: EEG kataypa@ég maidiwyv pe AENY
= MEBodog: YBPIdikd CNN + LSTM yia tagivounon

» AtrotéAeopa: AkpiBeia >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®MIKN AVOOKOTTNON —
EveikTIKEC EpevvnTikeC Mpooeyyioelg (I)

= \Wiebe et al. (2024)
» Dataset: VR mrepiBaAdov pye EEG, actigraphy, opBaAuokivnon
= MEBodog: Multimodal fusion pe ML classifiers
= AtrotréAeopa: AkpiBeia ~81%
= Das & Khanna (2021)
= Dataset: Pupillometry (dIGuETPOC KOPNG) 0€ evAAIKEG ue AETTY

» MEBodog: SVM oe xapaktnpioTika pupil dilation
» AmrotéAeopa: Akpipeia ~87%
= Fasmer et al. (2020)
= Dataset: Actigraphy o€ evrAIKEC yia NETPNON KIPKAdIoOU puBuou
= MEBodocg: AvaAuon KIPKAdIWY OEIKTWY Pe ML povTEAa

®» AtrotéAeopa: Ytrooxopevn oiakpion AETTY atrd uyigic papTupeg

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) e0N241001



[eprypapn Acdouevay - Dataset

= Anuodoio dataset HYPERAKTIV
(evnAIKeg pe/xwpic AEITY)

ADHD

= > UVOAIKO Ociypa: 103
ouppeTéxovteg (51 ADHD, 52

controls)

= Modalities: Actigraphy, HRV, CPT-

I, dnuoypaPIka, KAIVIKEG KAIMOKES

® [JAEOVEKTNUA: TTOAUTPOTTIKO KAl [N 3"

ETTEMUPRATIKO

0 1
Sex (O=Female, 1=Male)
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Activity Data (First 24 Hours)
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[NooetTeCepyaoia AeSoOUEVV

KaBapioudg, KavovikoTroinon Kal EvoTTroinan TTOAUTPOTTIKWY OEO0NEVWV
AVTIHETWTTION EANITTWV TINWV

EtiAoyn XxapakTnpioTikwy (Feature Selection) o€ 2 oevapia:
» Actigraphy + CPT-II
» Actigraphy + HRV

2TOX0C: ueiwon didoTaong, BEATiwoN yevikeuong



YOYkplon Feature Selection (RFE)

Yevaplo 1 —
Actigraphy + CPT-I

YOUMETEXOVTEG: 80

APXIKO XOPAKTNPIOTIKA: 1562

Feature Selection: RFECV pe 20-fold CV
BEATIOTOG QpIBUOG: 15 XxOPAKTNEIOTIKA

O@ENN: YEION LTTEPTTPOCAPUOYNG,

BEATICOON EPUNVELOIPOTNTAG

YEVAPIO 2 —
Actigraphy + HRV

YoupeTEXOVTEG: 50 (25 ADHD, 25 controls)
XapakTneIoTiKA: actigraphy + HRV
Feature Selection: stratified k-fold CV
BEATIOTOG apIBUOG: 5 XapaKTNPIOTIKA

O@EAN: avadel€n TTOALTPOTIIKWYV TTIBAVWY

BiobeikToov



Classification

2T10X0G: diakpion ADHD atré Controls
AuUo ogvapia:

= Actigraphy + CPT-

= Actigraphy + HRV

AAyO6pIBuoI Tou 1°V gevapiou: Decision Tree, Random Forest, Gradient Boosting,
XGBoost, LightGBM, AdaBoost, CatBoost, Extra Trees kai RUSBoost

AAyO6pIBuol Tou 20U oevapiou: Bernoulli Naive Bayes, Gaussian Naive Bayes,
Gradient Boosting, Logistic Regression, Random Forest, Support Vector Machine
(SVM) kai Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)

Aclohoynon: stratified k-fold cross-validation

MeTtpikég: Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-score, ROC-AUC



Clustering

2.evaplo: Actigraphy + HRV

AAy6pIBpocG: K-means clustering

KavovikoTtroinon ue StandardScaler

AcikTeg acloAoynong: Silhouette, Calinski-Harabasz, Elbow method

2TOX0G: avixveuan mmoavwy uttoopuddwy aveeaptnta atro labels



ATTOTEAEOUATO

Classification — Classification —
Actigraphy + CPT-I Actigraphy + CPT-|

(Full Dataset) (FS)

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

Decision Tree 0.53 0.52  0.51 0.49 0.60 Decision Tree 0.79 077 0.77 0.79 0.80
.R““d“”’ Forest 0.70 0.70  0.67 0.67 0.77 Random Forest 0.90 0.84 0.87 (.84 (.87
Gradient Boosting 0.55 0.55  0.55 0.55 0.62 Gradient Boosting (.83 0.78 (.82 (.82 0.77
LigtiGBM 0z 06 080 0.55 015 LightGBM 0.79 079 083 0.78 0.85
Sutlesenst Uag: DAl Oal ek Ughe AdaBoost 0.62 057 060 0.59 0.60
Extl'ﬂ TI‘("(‘S 0.59 0.59 0.56 0.57 0.67 E\'t*rﬂ 'I*l,(j‘es ()83 (.83 0 82 (.84 (.87
RUSBoost 0.50 0.49  0.51 0.50 0.55 RUSBoos‘t 0 7) 0.69 O 7’.3 0 Gq (‘, 75

20-fold stratified cross-validation




ATtoTeAéopaTa — Test Test

Classification — Classification —
Actigraphy + CPT-II Actigraphy + CPT-|

(Full Dataset) (FS)

Algorithm Accuracy F1 AUC Precision Recall Algorithm Accuracy F1 AUC Precision Recall
Decision Tree (.68 0.71  0.67 0.71 0.71 Decision Tree 0.76 0.78  0.75 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 0.8l 0.73 0.78 Gradient Boosting (.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 .86 0.70 0.85 CatBoost 0.76 0.76 .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 .85 1.00 0.64 RUSBoost 0.76 0.75 0.87 0.90 0.64

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




KAALTEOOI AAYOPIOUOI

Random Forest - Confusion Matrix (20-fold CV) Random Forest - Confusion Matrix (Test Set)
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Test Set Accuracy
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ACIOAOYNON TOL REATIOTOL OAYOPIBUOUL
o€ SIAKOITA LTTOOLVLVOAD

Dataset Accﬁracy 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 Accim}cy 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(:‘(:ura(:y Fl 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




ROC AUC

Accuracy
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1.0r

Test Set Accuracy by Dataset (XGBoost)
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AtTtoteAéopata Actigraphy + HRV

Model Activity Only HRV Only Multimodal

Ace FlI Pree Ree MCC AUC | Aece F1  Pree Rec MCC AUC | Ace F1  Pree Ree MCC AUC

“Bernoulli Naive Bayes 067 0.65 068 0656 033 072 | 062 059 064 061 022 067 | 076 074 079 075 052 082

Gaussian Naive Bayes 0.70 067 067 072 0.4 0.76 | 0.59 057 060 060 0.20 0.62 | 080 079 082 078 0.64 .85
Gradient Boosting 0.68 067 069 069 032 0.75 | 068 065 071 070 041 0.75 1079 077 080 079 061 .84
Logistic Regression 0.70 069 068 070 0.42 0.73 | 0.62 061 059 065 0.27 0.66 | 0.78 076 077 0.76  0.60 0.84
Random Forest 071 0.70 072 071 0.39 0.74 | 0,62 061 061 063 0.23 0.67 | 080 078 082 (.81 0.65 (.85
SVM 07 072 073 073 048 0.80 | .68 066 065 066 031 0.72 | 082 080 079 079 059 0O.87
Stochastic Gradient Descent | 0.67 0.64 068 067 0.31 0.72 | 0.63 060 065 063 0.24 0.66 | 0.82 081 081 080 0.62 0.87
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AttoteAéopata Clustering
Actigraphy + HRV

Silhouette Analysis Calinski-Harabasz Analysis Elbow Method
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Bootstrap Analysis of ADHD Cluster Characteristics

Statistical Validation of Subtype Differences

ADD Bootstrap Distributions

00 02 04 06
ADD Proportion
ANXIETY Bootstrap Distributions
"
o
N
N
|
[}
[}
[}
00 02 04 06
ANXIETY Proportion

Cluster O (m=7)
Chumlar 1 (meh)
Cluster O mean: 0.570
Cluster 1 trean: O 400

25

20

10

05

08 00

Cluslar O (ne7)
Cluster 1 (ne5)
Chator O mean: 0425
Chater ¥ roean. D400

25

20
15
i
10
0.8

08 00

-1.00

~-1.00

ADD Difference Distribution
Cohen's h = 0.056, p = 1.000

"

w— NO MTeconce
= Dvserved. +0.027
U5% C1 0814, +Q 57Y)

~0.78

-0.50 -0.25 028 o 7% 1.00
ADD Difference (Clullov 1 - Clustor 0)
ANXIETY Differonce Distribution
Cohen's h = -0.050, p = 1.000
- No MTecunce

= Ouserved -0 0289
05% C1 [0.571, +0 514}

!

-0.75 -0.50 ~0.25
ANXIETY Diﬂmm (Clusht 1 Clunhv 0)

L _

07'

1.00




PC2 (17.7% variance)

PC2 (17.7% variance)
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[evikebon o€ AIAYVWOTIKO ETTiTedo
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AVAALON XPOVIKNG LTABE0OTNTAC
BiobelkToov

Temporal Stability Analysis
Biomarker Consistency Across Time Windows
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YOUTTEQAOUATA

» To oevapio CPT-II + Actigraphy €dwaoe upnAoTEPN ATTOd00N

= To HRV + Actigraphy €ixe xapnAotepeg €mdOoeIC, aAAG TTPO0BECE PUTIOAOYIKI)

dlaocTaon

® To Feature Selection BeATiWOE EPUNVEUCINOTNTA XWPIG ATTWAEIQ ATTOd0CNG

= (O1 aAyopiBuol (Random Forest, XGBoost, Gradient Boosting) utrepeixav Twv

ATTAWV JOVTEAWV

= >70 Clustering pe K-means oto oevapio HRV + Actigraphy avadeixfnkav duo

clusters pe PePIKA ETTIKAAUYWN
» Evoeigeig urapgng utrotuttwy eviog ADHD kar Controls

= PCA visualization — dia@opoTtroinon pe Bdon HRV + dpactnpiotnta




[leploplopol & MEANOV

= [lepiopiopoi
®»  Mikpd péEyebog deiyuaToC — TTEPIOPIOUEVN YEVIKEUON
®  Cross-sectional oxedlaopog (Mia XpoVvIKr oTIyuR, Ox1 dlaxpoviKa dedouéva)
®»  Xpron OUYKEKPIMEVWY aAyopiOuwy —  TBavr) UTTOEKTINNCN MN  YPOMMIKWY

TTPOTUTTWV

®» [eature selection Baoliouévo poévo oe RFE

®»  MeAAovTIKG
®»  Evorroinon mepiocdtepwy TTNywyv dedouévwy (11.X. EEG, fMRI)
»  Xprion MEYOAUTEPWY, DIATTOAITIOMIKWY OEIYUATWYV
®»  AvATrTu¢n epunveloIdwyY JovTEAwV (explainable Al)

=  Aigpeuvnon diaxpovikwy dedopévwy (longitudinal HEAETEQ)




FuXOPIOTW




