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Study of Altered Brain Regions of EEG networks in Mild Cognitive Impairment

Danyan,Chen,,I{uoqlang]Duanl,Tﬁngw01IAu},]iehu1]ianghl
(1. School of Communication and Information Technology, Shanghai University, Shanghai, 200444, 2. Shanghai Institute of
Biomedical Engineering, Shanghai, 200444)

Abstract: As a middle state between normal and Alzheimer’ s disease(AD) elderly people, the early diagnosis of mild
cognitive impairment(MCI) is greatly significant for AD prevention and treatment. Currently, Electroencephalogram (EEG)
technology has been widely used to detect and diagnose MCI patients in clinic. However, lackingregions of interest in brains is
a challenge in the analysis of EEG signals for physicians. In order to identify altered brain regions in MCI patients, this study
investigated 18 subjectsby carrying Peking Opera tasks. EEG signals of each subject were recorded underthe state of eyes—
closed, and brain network method was applied for EEG signal analysis. The experimental results showed that network parameters
in MCI group were similar with normal group, while betweenness centrality was significantly changed in MCI group. As a result,
betweenness centrality of CP3 and P4 nodes in MCI group were significantly changed compared withnormal group.
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Bi] SR % U BRG (Alzheimer’ s disease, AD) & & 4F N i WHI M 2 VEpR 2 —, BE AR E
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HEEINAIFERG (mild cognitive impairment, MCI) J&4 F 1IE# &4 A F AD (B35 2 18] () — Fh il PRAR
AW MET AD B, MCLEH H R A Z 2 W Bz, (AR E AR NMIEENER , 2
R fE AR BEE R, 87> MCI B AL AD, I, BF5E 52 B A AR 35 X0 AD 10 7
Bl AT B AR R HORE X, C U WS AR AE RS W G i R P

H il PR B X5 7 MCL R #IF 5 3 40 455 & 38 0 A, I 52 18 £R L 10 25 4 7% 3 R (Magnetic
Resonance Imaging, MRI), IR ps R (functional MRI, fMRI), 1FE R SRR AL Z BA%R (Positron
Emission Computed Tomography, PET), LIXJiiH, (Electroencephalogram, EEG) 45 1%, Hih EEG {55
JZWN T AD K MCL & BRI sE b, Bl an, BUAS 35 55 i o i i AR e vk B 2 B o0, R A
R i i R A A I X A2 2% B A B VO AR — 2, 5 DA RIRE DG DX A s FC A i DX S S ] g ) 7
55455 I P A5 A P T B 25K 2% 98 SR 1 A s AL ) AR OB T ST, O UG FEL i B 5 A RN ) RE A A ) O
B, MCT AR5 S ) i ik 0 2h m] R A7 AR AR AL, i LA 3 T e AN ) 100 M 45 3 3 #4635 MCl
T TAETCAZ N i L P Dl 0 2428 5 o 220 B e i SR LG 2, R B MCT SR 3 0 5 A i X 22
[ A7 7RI 3R P i FL X Pl e A2 1B i F b T ge e g 1Y

A HETHET EEG 55X T MCL & RIGE 528 R 0T 58 E O s, EEG 7 W T 46 FH R X
MCI 85 BEFT I AW, (R 8 AF 6 I RN A 2 eh 2008 B (55 A AH DG i [ ™1, b e WAl
i PRURE fif DR 1) S S 4R iR X ( Region of Interest, ROL) FJENI M, HTFHALEEN EEG 55 HA
Fesedh, e SO A A AR BT XT EEG ARG ERIK X AT E, JCIE X ROLs #E— 20 JF e g i F 5T
MZUE B MCL B &, Ktk , ROIs (9 AL B A U] i 0 ik R 5L

%G P00 285 3 AT 75 15 AT A R il 2 Bk 2 TR A T ALK ROLs BT 7 125, H TR iz 1w
5T MRI, fMRI, EEG S5 5 090 Hrh. B, ASCEET EEG (55, U0 ik (9 2% 73 B 75 v )
MCT 55 I ) B B DCIHE AT 58 RLT 5, JU R £ MCT B R IR AT 55 IR TN R BOGER X . 5
ZB Y SCHERIT I AR, AR SCHLSE B A BB A 1l X IE 4 (Normal, NOR ) 5 MCI 4% A
EEG (5%, WFFAESIRAET MCLEH EEG {55742 5 WL A9 ROLs;(2) IL I I 265 734 75 ¥ 3 AT 554K
BT MCIE# EEG {552 W 2 ROIs.

1 BRI

1.1 SEIe##
111 Bl i

Z 550 18 XSS A Rl AL, HARR Y 60 %, L ET T A BT T
MMSE(the mini. mental state examination, MMSE) MPE #4238 30 430 Hodr 27 3D B R VL EoRIES A,
T 27 70 BB E o A ARG o 255 E W A N4 MCT 45 9 A, HIAHGAAY MMSE

HEA B FESIT 2R 0=9,P=0.002, F=19.692).
*1 BERREAES

I (M/F) 4F 5M 2F 7M 0.169
AR (B) 62.3 +2.33 68. 2+7. 38 0.034
ZHERE 10.33 +1.58 10.0 3.0 0.760

MMSE f{# 28.89 +0.78 2433 £1.73 0.002

PO BR S BN 1 B, Hid, IEHA9 A, 45 5 &0 (PR 62.3 2. 23, 3 AR4E
FI#E2 W MCT 23, 6 ANIEH AN ); MCIZL9 A, 28 74 (FH4ER 68. 2+7. 38, 7 AF4E
RIBEIZWE MCT B, 2 ANIER N ), Fra #al Xy JoRE siof s, R0 16 olf IE I o AR S8 i
TN HZ: By 20 A L
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1.1.2 B k5 kB

A SZHG R R RAR BN AT 55, X PRI £, AN ERE CEE ) R BORX &4 gl it
T o 3 52 18 3 ) R BEKT i T T 3 1 P AL ik A T 3 . e R R R, o P A il A T 3 U
PER o RPN, LR EEGIT 2R

AL RIS . EE B A ENET, SO EEE MRS L, DR, BR 4
P RN IR AN T A TR AT I

(1) ¥ EURA R W) _E IR ISR 4F 3 205

(2) BR PR L D AR Y — BERH RS R 2 8P s, e FE P oA 12 SR ik e O

(3) HHEARAS T EIRIEOR3F 3 208, I R0 5% i i 258 5

(4) SEHRBE

S DU AR T B AR P ) 32 AR, NeuroScan 23 w42 7= B iR #% R A MK HELAE 5o
HL A 0 A SR FH JE 006 [ Brbs o 1Y 10-20 B R 48, EE%K?%%&WWME% SCRG LR, R
FHHETORIFTE Skn AR, SRR 1000Hz, L EE RS, 53 5N BB AR th ik B 2min S5 5, i
17 DCRZIE . ZeHRAL . FELRA IE AN 0~100Hz {IGi ﬁ&%%%ﬁLﬁO%F it FH /0N i 4 ff A5 21 T A3 4
K theta SEZ B EEG {55 .
1.2 HIEE R 4%

FEARSZE R, 30 A HL SFECBEAE M 4 Y 30 AT, ST RURBRCH % M T theta
W B E B S AE 4R MCT 2H 4 i I RE 7 42 2% . 10 26 R 4% 114 B R AR AH G R BUE N R IR 1 e, e
P AL BR AR 30 AT IR, B0 TR OC R B, B0 85 QSR S P B, R DO 4 R D PR 55

FEAS BN REUE IS , Bt BEE R (Sparsity) BIE " A9 7 2ok B 2 WA 5 CEDBAS S8
ZIREBAEEE . B TRAGEN TS E — M EE, fFEASE T, RATRE— %ﬂmﬁ%
B ZBUE R A —AE AR, BEE R 0.1-0.5, 20K 0.01, B3t 41 AFME " 78 (EHAEM .
BT EZ A &R, “0” ARFEILERE, WTFE 1 R,
1.3 MEIFMESEH
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N THARGE MCT AL ANIE B E AR AP ALIM 28 19 22 57, 28 R A0 R BRAR R BE /NI S 3 8 R il i
2 RN A BN WA A IE S T S BC 2 38 i W R IR T AR GRETNA Al
The Brain Connectivity Toolbox (BCT, http://www.nitrc.org/projects/bet/) " S FEFREL
1.3.1 RERHK

TERIZE R, 5 A SRS R BUR AR 5% ASAH QB T AT 5 s S IRDAH B 4 1 Lo A9, T I 2% 11 SR S
FEON 2 A8 W28 R e A i RER R YA, B TS T SRR R AR O . HOR AR A
TR, A NARER R 8 A9 8, ki AR i BT R A RN, EG) AU ki Y R ] SR
TERE AT, A1 PR

c—1N 2E (i)

N k~(ki—l) (1)

i=1"1

1.3.2 FRIERAR K

TE W 25 T 22 0 A i S AR A SOk 3 T S T R AR D T, T I % R B AR K L
Fi I 2 v I A 49 A5OSR B AR S E, B R B R s R E R SR A SR TR
Horp NI T 08, 1) IRE MY Vi s, dip AR R Z R A Y A
2 iR

- 1
L= mZi,jev,iijdij (2)

1.3.3 Gamma,Lambda FlI/MHFE R %L

IR R RE C FIRHE BRI BE L X N RRIE S50, FRATAT LIAS 3] 55 Ab— A /INHE R I 28 S50
IR R HBEAME SCITR s 8 W28 1 3R 28 R A0S HAR L B AL 9 2 3R 28 R ALY b Gamma=
C/Crand, FFAEEEAR A5 HOM I BEHL I 46 R AE B A2 4 BE Y TE Lambda= L/Lrand, /MR EO & L
b Sigma= Gamma/Lambda ", T/ 26 A B 4 0 IR 28 R BRI B AR K b, R e
— L AT 254 . Sigma>1, HHP Gamma>1 H Lambda =~ 1, AT IZM 42 BA /N FEE
PR o FEAR S b, 25 B A A R FE AL I 2 A — AR, FRATTE SR AR 80T 100 YCAR R 1Y BE AL M
kIR R R AL
1.3.4 4 Ry R AR

FEM 25, A Rl e SR 1 ) A A AR ) BN B ST (B, RO TR B AE I 4 4 SR A%
BERCR s AR 1B Vi NIRRT R R B AR B I E, AR T Mg T T T BN ERE B AL
B R . Hat Ao pros P

globalE = mzi,jev,i;t ;diu (3)

localE = %Zkev<m2i,jev,i¢jd%j> (4 )
vk\ " vk

1.3.5 W7 A8

FER 25 b, T i B A B B SO 2% R T i AR T i S AR R E S
AR RB G, BT R, AR m KR, A n KBS ROCERNSIE, Wil
K on/m, BT T A5 R T AT B0 A R A0 U AR o T A5 A R A5 B A B R SR TR B
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Hor g, kACERMZE VAR Ay A, nij AR M Z B SR B, nij(k) AR R
22 10 B o S A e 1 L k B o R, FRATIE ML P BT Y A A RO YR N M A KL B,
FFAH X —BUE X S B T IH— R 58, H— A 2B bi=Bi/Bo RGBT A R A 5
SAE AL VR FHASE R F7 . bi {EDER f IX B A5 rb O i

R TR R AEAR B A i R P B SRR X, T A — N B AR A T N 4% T S A B AR B SO
F5 (1 7 ) L D) A D I P 246 Ak - 4 32 30 RS T I B/ N BB . FEAR S8, FRATTE (B 0.19,

X IEH 20 A MCT 2 P9 4 55040, FRATT 20 0 i 58 78 BB 8 0.19 B A4~ 1 DX A9 5 — 465 A5 47 %K b,
bi>1.5 BB A2 hub 198, FRIIZ SN G HE B B RS ToCHEM .

2 %R

2.1 MESH

FEARS I T, WMESHUERERY. FIERERKE ., 2RPCE . A% . gamma, lambda
DL KNSR R BB T i MR A . 8 2 SR T theta SLEE T IE & EAFZH A MCI ZH PR
HM S ECEEITT RS R, G5REW, TR IEW EEHLE MCL A, WHMLR sigma S50
BIRTF 1, BEWRE WA W R I /N R . (HARXT FIE R 244, MCI LM S5 IEw &
AR YRR 3, WA R B,

30
Sparsity(%)

globalE

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Sparsity(%) Sparsity(%)
Lambda Sigma
=~
fp
&
% 15 20 25 30 3 40 45 50 101520253035404550 101520253035404550 ?_i
Sparsity(%) 7R

2 E%%ﬂiﬂfﬂ MCI HMESE
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2.2 M hub =

B3 DL e B 7 s T AL M S A B S B A R, BAREE Sk a5 A a3k
2R, SR FW, EIEFEFEA D, hob a5 (bi>1.5) FZE PAELM T 5800, @4
C3,CP3,CP4,T5,P3,Pz #1 O1 ML #; 76 MCIZH ., hub 5 &5 R EAE P ETM 52 E, 4% FC3, CP3,
CP4,P3,Pz Fl P4 Hibl . 40138, CP3 FI P4 15 pi /e MCI 41k I B 35 0 2s . Hivp, XFF CP3 4%,
TEIEH ZAEHAH TSN bi{E-h 1.98, 78 MCL4HH K 3.30, WAEA ¢ #5 P {2455 0 0.03(P
< 0.05); XFF P4 70, FEIEH B4 HE—(LEH bi {8 1.02, 7 MCLAF K 2.01, FEA 1 K
5 p (HIFEE RN 0.04 (P < 0.05), WA, TEASEEG 4553 W R4 - DX 7e W 20 1 4% rh i
A REWAR . R RT WL, CP3 Ml P4 S AL SR TS MCL B (HEAR L3 519 ROTs.

B3 EEZFEH (L) MMCIA (A) BTN EHFEE

R2 TRAMMIHTELER
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0
B3

s

22 TP8 0.95 0.65 0.58
23 TS
24 P3
25 Pz
26 P4
27 T6 0.21 0.12
28 01 0.44 0.07
29 Oz 0.47 0.73
30 02 0.59 0.99

3 it

ARSCHEF FIRFRM T EHET theta SEBE T 1IEH E AR MCTZH A9 B R 28 fp a2 17 P )
Z5TE theta BUBLIY hub 17 8, B a3 MCI B35 7EAE 55 RS T AR T 1IE 5 & ATE CP3 A1 P4 P~ 15 i
KR

FEARSZE o, RS MCL AL M4 S80S I 5 2 A B AR R —8, (B MCT 437 S 8o 4+
IEH A R AR B A XANIE R, FEF ML AR5 MCL, 4S5
WK RE, BRI MBHCRD MR R AE, S0P AR NI EsE, RN LR
ZHPIFARE LB MCL B3 MR e . A TR LR S8, T S BT & 67 2% hub 15 £4
B E— IR . MK SEOR SRR UE, RS R IR R it R R RBGL
SRR, SRR A T RS R, BTGB R & T 55 4k T ELR AR S 2=
S HSZMR, WENMBOET AT, KRBT AT SAEMNSE B MM EERE ., L, MCI
SR IE R DR kg S Bl g I DX A e A DT S BRI T BE 2 481

FEIEH A, 7 A1 S8 L BUA hub 35 45, 045 C3,CP3,CP4,T5,P3,Pz M1 O1 75 55 ; 76 MCI41H,
FC3, CP3, CP4, P3, Pz fl P4 % & Ml hub 5 5. Hth CP3, CP4, P3 Fl Pz 75 W 2H N 4% rh Y 4 e 58y
hub 5 5, R PUA T S W 1 (5 B AL Bt B i 21 T OCEEVE T, SR R A 1E 145 B A B
DA K G X2 [0) ) {7 B A B T v sl SR, WUREAR « Kp B 25 S 3B, MCI 4119 CP3 1 P4 5
IEHZAFAM AL B E WA EAGI 2255, Wk, AT, 3P S0 2 b s 2 3 3
MCI B F RN AT RE IR 1) — A SR &, FEJG 22X MCI AIRIFFE rh 5 B0 W S 49 a5 D OG v .

RUEAR 0 R G RN MCIEEF theta$i BE EEG M2 UEAT T 4007 , (AR AFAE LA B AR R 22 4k o 55—,
ARSCHEF BIRBRA I F 8 EEG BG4, (AsE b, 8 EEG 1l 2% 1 7 3L I EA A —F . 1
A . AL A . AFEAH T4 i i i 0 T EEG M4 R, A SCHE A FAS 18] (644 0
P MCT B AT A5 . AN TR A9 7 3 S 2 A 25 SR B0 R R M), R A frilt— 2o, 55—,
A SCAUKS theta 55 B W48 HEAT 70 BT, X EEG {55 i FL e M B i I 28 REbE i R S8 0 2. 58—, AL
AOKF 10 B 1E #2410 5] MCL 8 #F #EAT0E5Y, Bl D, SEitai A —e A R uiR .
FEJRSLIIMEFE T, WG IREAS R AT B R R 2 58 02 T 0 A B

4 iR

AT R R FFA M T theta SE T IEH ZAE4LM MCI A4, B RGN T
T 2 0 285 1) IR 28 R AE 2280, 0 S E L T PR M 28 7E theta #EE F A9 hub 5 5, 2550 MCI 5B EHHEL
FIEH 2 NAE CP3 Hl P4 AT 5 & A ol Ay
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