ISSN 1004-9037, CODEN SCYCE4 http:// sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 40,No. 4,Jul. 2025, pp. 869—886 E-mail:sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/j. 1004-9037. 2025. 04. 003 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742

ETHH#IZEINKEGEREBZ DA EZR
EEH, NFWL, xER

(1. A B IR 2 T S22 BE , 7 2 2100235 2. R s A2 LR KA N TR e~ e , 7 52 2111065 3. Fg B LA it KK
LML BEE R 27 TR N L %, B At 211106)

B OE: AL E AT At e) HOEA T A iii?ﬁﬁi&‘i’i\ﬁ_id'ﬂéi%%%%%%lﬁiké}léz’i«’f)%
(BHEBELSREAEYFREN G RBKERRERIE)RITEES M, TURRARE R EW R R #H15R
ST HIE A B I B A R R ARAAT A G, X TNEFIEEMESFABGERB
BEFRL AWMYBEARNAZMRALKR R R AT B R EARNAFPNESFI FHHEFTRHFL
AR, AXBADBRT B GARAFOMAT I FRABR I, RERAFTATSESMNES
B YR AR AFAEKARG L EER AR, FRETHRSXBFES AL RN F ik ke 5
bJa ey TARRATT A,

KEIF . MEFT YRR S 2B DU AR

mESES: TP183 SCERARARAD: A

A Review of Machine Learning for Brain Imaging Genomic Analysis
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Abstract: Brain imaging genomics is a burgeoning domain within data science, where an integrated
analytical approach is applied to brain imaging and genomics data, frequently in conjunction with other
biomarker, clinical, and environmental datasets. This strategy is employed to glean fresh insights into the
phenotypic, genetic, and molecular features of the brain, along with their effects on both typical and
atypical brain function and behavior. In light of the escalating significance of machine learning in
biomedicine and the swiftly expanding corpus of literature in brain imaging genomics, this paper presents a
current and exhaustive review of machine learning methodologies tailored for brain imaging genomics.
Firstly, the related background and fundamental work in imaging genomics are reviewed. Then, we
summarize the main idea and modelling in geneticimaging association studies based on multivariate
machine learning and present methods for joint association analysis and outcome prediction. Finally, this
paper discusses some prospects for future work.
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556 BT 0 1009 2 000 DX TR ) o 2SR T A0 Ay DL ST LR I B B R B 0 Ak B 2 A ] A
JF-AE SNP FIEE P22 1 7 A7 A48 4 e £ o SCHR (55 148 & 1 DLk 307 7 SCAR K [71 09 (Generalized low-rank re-
gression, GLRR) RS, I T 43 B vy 4k Ji £5 ey 7 A% k15 bp A% 36 0o IR Bk 28 s 30T (0 e E A JE B o 3%
GLRRAERY 3k — 25 % J§& S DL S 0 1 Ak 11 09 2R 2% | AAE 9% 35 27 A 3 X 9 1) 52 A5 00 7 () 5 0

LI~1.395 A 4 7 L GE PR o 22 78 S o] A RE TR0, AR S St TR0 52 o) e AT U W] o X 2807 Ik Bl
78 2275 i SNP B4 5 8 QT B 18] 79 52 23 5 AR A6 DR 2 2 SR, L[] Ji B0 7 3 49 J2 e 5 2 ) £ [m]
A AL SNP 55245 QT B SCIR O & o X U ) BLA W R 8 35 D03« (1) [l 03 % 0] 4 S e ik A
SNP 5318 QT By KWtk , {8 T B 5 (2) 5T 5 — BERUIRAG 19 38 L An iC 5 MR AR IC Bl 2 AR 1 1
1B, AT EE TR I AL RE o SR, A2 KON i eV R SRR A A A S 5 KU o Ol TRRR X — R BIE S
I 51 Z Bl OE W A8 2R AL A2 A% B2, JF 0 A AR W 2 5 A A DL/ e 00 XURS: o i, R L,
B L, 0 250 S R B AT AT AL A A 2% B (A G-SMuRF S Rl SRRR AL ) 5 58 5t 41 7 i 5 41 L, 0 85 (A
P-GLAW Il P-SRRRAELAY ) , 7T 49 A Az 9y 2 S5 A4 A5 2 CH i A - 4 R B {5 J2) o U A (B 29 SR AT 4
S aE W) AR I, G0 AT 45 A 5G9 1) B B 18] I3 (Task-correlated longitudinal sparse regression, TCLSR)
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T 45 # [ 2% 3] (Temporal structure autolearning, TSAL ) #S FHE & #% 5% 2% 5 5 i 171 15
(Joint projection learning and sparse regression, JPLSR) %1 75 47 R4 4b B 23 ] 5 I AH 562 9 [
R AIRAR TR 5T e

2 WET=xBE

W53 ] 01 A5 Y b | 5y — IS 7 ki 52 A9 35 DR 20 27 F 5 v )3z g P A R T 1 R X 2 A e DGR AY 5] G
6 5 ML R K 56 23 BT SCC AP S 47 4t 57 58 43 43 pIC AN ™ L 55 i SCEsHE 1 [ DA R0 2 ), ik 4 S B
TR 38 8 5 A B Ok o TG ASE AR A 2 4 o UL KU L R IR B A S A AR AR . IRX ERYTE
B3 n 44 %R E RER A E p N B AR AR, Y ER"OREXTE —Ht n 4 2 E REN BE g4
S A B . B XY B — S ECE 24 © BEA T bR A AL B (LI O 0 O 250 1. FERN AR
SR A 2w g b, I B R )z B A2 A i DG IR A R SCCA B 4% 28 VR i AS ) 1F U £k 351 7y A5 < A5
AU 3k 2SR AL H AT SR LA 8 16 000 Ak AR S A W =T T A B
max u" X Yv— Zk:/I,R,-( u,v)
= (11)

2
=1
2

S.I.H Xu

2
,=lye
2

PE BB AR FE IR 412795 5 R JEHARAE T4 — A 05 1) X (D SN 45 H9 46 41 £5) A — -
R MSE Yo B IR R REF QT 192 41 45) ,ﬁﬁ:%ﬁ?éﬁ(EﬂuTXTYv, s.t.| Xu = 1)

£ — T 5 22 30 E WAL 29 SR R (w, v)) (9 55 A T 3k B R KAk o BN £ G B 84 56 43 7 52805 5t
SIABA LA A 2 R (u) = u | FIR,(v)= v o BFFEH I AT A S Ab A5 25 08 0 4635 1L 52
AN [R) H A 061 G RE 2 45 4 /) 4% 235 b sl G At o 32 A0 i PR 20 2 SE 30 IR AR o LT R ik AR F
G2 Z M, R R A IE WAk SCCA 5w 1 45 1 B2 FH 52451
2.1 2LTEER-STEHRHRXK

K B 5 A A i B DR -2 R RS AR DG TR AT L AR B8 4% DA e 2 UL S A T ) Bl AR
S i 5t SNP AV SRR AE AR S RS 1 AR QT RRAE AR &t o SR AT, A i S 280 AH DG 23 Bt SCCA 11 = %2
BEFE T 75 oK 78 43 75 i R AIE A8 Bk [A) A 45 0 G R B AR o0 2 b R A AR R BESE S0 (5 B . il , W) — 3%
AR S 1D X R P A SNP AV v B HL A L R R AE T A G 75 2 22 A Ml X 1 1R) 4 FH A 8 58 RS A2 T
R, 78 2 78 B B TR - 2 718 i B AGOCIRBIE 5T v, IR AME S8 SCCA IR 2, R 2283 il 1 5] A% 285 0 15
B R IE AL T4 SCCA B HEAT 4 el . fildn , 76 SCRR 65 ] vhr , #1465 g Jo Jan 750 7 i L 780 AR
K43 B (Structure-sware SCCA, S2SCCA)BEAY 58 1 78 3 (10) Hds in AN WA~ 21 L 31 45 24 o8 10 5 30

2
:H Yv
2

Ri(w)=" |u, | (12)
g€G,

Ri(v)= |, (13)
£€G. :

A (12) P PO LD X gl H P =0 (11) i) SNP 2 418548 G o 20 (13) B % X 3 ROTs #%
TR R RA% QT 43 1450 G0 i WEIE 5 A6 8 58 56 H AR Jy iE WAL I, U5 APOE SNPs
SIRZFER QT Z [0y 2425 5 5L N -2 48 i A5 ORI

B4, Yan O VHE T —Fh e B M 51 S R B 888K 56 43 BT (Knowledge-guided sparse canonical
correlation analysis, KG-SCCA) , W& 7 Fr/x o %A R R FH 2076 B 1F WAk 29 50 8 3% B 74 LD X He g3
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155 56 5 B SNP 7 sl ik A B0 (11) Rk X LD blocks Network-guided constraint
wmr AL H

g

Rl(u):Z1 /E;.)ufﬁcg (14)

K ey TR BE . 78 L, i B RN R AR AR iR
A RE AT A [R] A9 ACE SRR, e U, TR — 34 B P
i LD X B (9 SNP A g 78 S K 73 A o 3 A 0] RE B
Moo L i B 00 e ok 2 o 201 ) A i A O 2 D K Ty VDT
HAT AR LD X P [R) I, T2 8 520 K i 2 fig iR

W 45 15 BAE R i DX 4 AE A0 (P A9 S 56 0 5] A K7 KG-SCCARER
o ) TE U, 2 X 2 T Y i R A B e I, X Fig.7 Schematic of KG-SCCA™

A B4 AT R ABL A0 5 R B 935 85 BE AT G )
00 24 e 9 2 5 T 2
Ri(v)= > r(w,)X|

(L ))EE,i<j
Aoy FOR BE 50, Ao, 43 0 AR ZR0 190 46 1 A 288 15 15 SR RR AR AN 5 sgn (wyy) 2 o, Bl v, 22 8] A 5GP
AIFT 5 PREL, 2 sgn (w ;) IERE v, Mo BIEAE, 2 sgn(w,;) BB 0, fl o, 0 C 5 7 (w)) 2 o, Fl o,
Z AR 7 () (EL R 55, 28 IR X5 0t o, 1 o, 38 A0 1) o [] i v
WEAb , FB 43 BIF 30 7% B8 T T X2 8 1 2 AT 55 Jf 5 IR 5 9 R it M B AR O A3 BT SCCA BEAY . 45
n, SCHRL66-67 1 T — M 22 4T 55 i i it B0 AR 5¢ 23 HF (Multitask SCCA, MTSCCA) £ 8 , ] TR 51
SNP $4 15 22 B2 3 188U 22 18] 1) XU 22 748 5 OG I, LR B R

v, —sgn(wy)v; | <c, (15)

M
max > uf X Yo, = 4|U |, =AU, =2V,
“r =t ' (16)

2
=1

2

s.t. H Xu,; Y;v;

2
A XER" P SNPEUE; Y, € R I(jE[1,M]) A MAEEEKFEGEIE U= u, us -, uy ] H V=
(01, 0y, o+, vy Jo (EFFTE R AR, Loy Y0550 0 A6 J002 — B0 ZH 5 5807 1F D) Ak 35T, (S MAAN [R]85 v i 8 /0 o
FRAE . 25 1A IE AR L, Y550, FH T 245 SNP RFAE 3 55 24~ 1E WAL 3008 20 L, Y5 55, AT 7 3% B 1 4
LD X8 2 1 26 £ SNP FFAE ; 275 34 1E WAL 0 [W] 4% L, 35580, T DT A RS vh B AR R AIE

FE RS AR W B 2 g b SR ARRE B 0 SR IR U — IOR B AR 5. Ik, — BAE Y SE AUR
AT EOR S8 8, IR IR 20 i MR DG 4 A B AL AT B TC AR . — ke 1, WF 9 R TR A AR OGP 1T
e ok E s Mg 2, Bk 5,2 (11) i T 3RS e AL ek . (1) HF e st
SR 1 0 L YR (2) T S BUZH AR i M i 20 L S8R5 (3) B3t o 307 B S 8%, T I e £ K b A
R RRAE o A0, A SCER (68 ], Bt 1 — B A T T AR Y A% 5 0 B B A G 20 B (Generic
non-convex penalty based SCCA , GNCSCCA) B | BRI

»
Mw:ZﬂJMD (17)

KA ATy REAERSEG P, (w, )RR — DA R S R AR A T 22, 76 58 T L i 55000 7 i g 7
AHE AR BT RSB Th BI AT 7 R0 AR MAE ST I . WS AE ADNIECHE B 1 JF e 7 — T SE e 5%, LAy B 1 0k
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FMQTs 5k A ADHILHEH Y 1634~ SNP Z H ) £ SNP-£ QT KHk.

H T i L TR A 56 43 B LA i R 1 U L 2 A i 06 FR I IR AT AR R R RE AU BE T, & BN % 4
AR T E . LSRR RS S M st H 8 T NPl SEPR R 3 R L B AR AR
BANLE B AL A i 5 T o B, STk (69 142 3 1 #0WT L, 05 B0 53 A9 s i 34 284 41 OC 43 # ( Truncated
L, norm penalized SCCA, TLP-SCCA ) I # W1 21 Lasso # i #i % 4 & 43 #F ( Truncated group Lasso SC-
CA,TGL-SCCA), =3 73 3R AT LA T #7 L 5 B A 2 Lasso i, Bl

R<u>:§u|u,-|>, L(uz-)—min('”",l) (18)
K ) G}c

Rlw)=S1716,). L(Gnmm(,l) (19)
k=1 T

KRR —DAASE . EHEGEDN off, R () BEUETE Ly 80M L Ju 80z (8] 52 B . 2
B, Gy RN R GRE[1, K DI —F&E u RRITA G PHE R 455
BAh , 5% GraphNet ™ B S %, Du S5 48 T — il 36 T 4 b 1 44 P 9 265 75 5 4L 780 4 56 43 BT ( Abso-
lute value-based GraphNet SCCA, AGNSCCA) , % 75 ¥ ¥ GraphNet 1E W4k i 4 B JE 51 A 8] SCCA
BRI rp, AGN IE WAL i B 20 AT 4 34 S
Rl(u):|u|TL1|u|+ﬂ1Hqu (20)

Ry(v)=|v| Ljv|+ g,

le (21)

S Ly AL, 2350 3278 XY A S A B 37 00 AR R o 224 445 1 A, ok A SR P RS089S P A
23, DL RE % 3 ] 16 % 1 B AT AH SCHE B RRAE o 38 2 A 26 3o 5 B3, TE AR OGN B G Y AR 24
AJBER S E PR R

BEAE , fFEAR AR SC AR IR Bl 9 SCC AR = ZEHUT T 4R 5 S (] i b 31 SNP 53 15 5 — pl (R 08K
o Z B SCHR . iz By Je X SE R CLAG B PR, TR AR T Ak s BRE o Bl Dy U S e R B AR
AWM S Y 8 R G HE , Hao 28 ™ B TE T — i ik (7] 24 K40 i 34 80 A 56 43 B (Temporally constrained

group SCCA, TGSCCA)HERL  H AT ARYA) g 40
1%

T
maxZuleY,v,*/ll U,
wVo =

o]~
1

T—1
— 42
2,1 =1 1

(22)
=1

2
2

2
S.t. H Xu H = H Y,v,
2

S o, 43 0] 26 7R 70 B T A5 ¢ b d SNIP A3 5 RN 5% A% 26 TR % R X 35 Rol 53 ik A9 AL T i) 50,0 0 N
FE &I BT ] A A A [ 0 5 A A, R AR 3N IE AL S8, AT LA L il G Lasso 1E WAL RE % 249 5ROHH 46 fi [7)
SR T A 3 2 B AR [ 2 () ) 22 B A AR AR A/ AT AN R 1] R A5 7 1 BB % S [R] E AR 4B
FRAE
2.2 itig

AT S A X2 A8 B SC AR, Fang 45 8 3 T —Fi 27 5 BB B 25 M1 % (Greedy projected
distance correlation, G-PDC) 5 W , F 46 56 J& P 5 JE % i X Il Rol 22 8] ) J8 o0t DG B , H v 4> 35 PR
Rol 43 54 & 24~ SNPs FIR R o H B AH SC T T4 5 P A~ BE AL 1] & (40 BE K 5 Rol) 22 8] % 48 1M 44
TSP IR Al 2 P O R R AT A L B I M O DU i T T A S SR B A R L
B — X HE P -Rol 414, AT G 56 F0 37 M, [] i 42 ) FE A T 47 SNP R 2 19 52 0 . Hao %5742 11 T —
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Tt 40 & = 6 i 71 1L B A ¢ (Three-way SCCA, T-SCCA) Y Hr 5w, TR 78 AL 4R 1R QTs M
I R 43 22 18] 9 P9 1 S 16 o 25075 oo o4 B 3 AH G il A SCCA B Y, 3 T — 7 B L 750 A 56 40 #r
(Distance CCA, DCCA) B 1k o %5 0 R 5l th B AT 55 i BE 25 40 OC 19 — 41 7 i SNP Fil— 21 5L 4 52 1%
QTs, Wil U 5% 22 546 B0 £ I B9 9 40 . Wang 2670 3 W T — B 22 B 25 0 00 W g R AT O o BT
(Multi-modality discriminant SCCA, MD-SCCA) J5 ¥ , 1445 #i {8 1 1 50 AH LPE A5 B A SCCA BT, D)
RGN NTTR= BN S RO [ o N L S vl v el |11 D B R R G S SN A S & PU I
1 STt 0 90 AR AL £ 2 b A 50 s i L 78 4 O& 43 M (Discriminant SCCA, D-SCCA) 8Bk fe)a , R H
MD-SCCA J7 i 2 A W Z i H AN RBS Z F SR . 7% 18R G B W e ) B 24 2 125 [l 45
Ha), Wang %57 SE 1623 B T M) R WS ds AU PE S5 A B 1 R b XT IR B A AT A . BRI L
38 1o B e R 2 AR L (S R T R IR M A . SRS R B TR ok A 2SI R
R 3 2RIk W BTG R — AL . Fen, R R T Al A B 2Rk 4 B AL T — B St A e O
2 DU A L 9 8502 i B A 36 Y B i PR R 2 [ 1 DG TR () B ) L, S RO 5T 2 S e 0 5 B R A
Z IR B . DR AN TR A 3T R AE A W 0 B 2 4 A B0 B B ) b B T B R R T, il
Wang 25757 R T —Fhop B R TR E [ A R SRR 50 B DS-SCCA 7k, I TR 5 5 o fig ik 1 3%
TR T A O 1 38 AL S 16 o A ok S B g 1% 8 S (BN SNP) 5 1 9 45 (B QT) =2 [ 1 56 2, 3 5 6 78
MR FF A5 H A% i 190 4 4 1 R 12 4 E (BRI B 20 ) AR 0 o b o L 32 T4 0 32 22 stk e 1 Ok 22k &
B35 2 PR 3% Q0 o] 5 e e 32 4%

55 ST AR Y [ A AL 2L 3 S SC IR AR AL R 2 3L F IE WK SCCA B B AT i g 1, DA B AR ASE A 42
Z BE A UL AU, JF IR A OCAE bR i o AEiX 88 SCCA BRI SR T Ly 5l L, JE R HEAT RRAE 1 4%
R FHA Ly 58 L, 07 417K b BEATRRAE 2 4%, O I B0 38 1 07 0 B i AT R 5 1 e ) o (AR R
2, Loy WU BGH B & 7 2R MYN ) SCCA Jr ik, LB S sl ) s S BERRAE 1Tl Lasso ol & ik
X L, F K00 5 P T 0 B T 24 P 0 A AR A SR 3 2 SR 1) F 5 Sk U B 2 1 22 SNP-2 QT
KBTI TN (1) £A SCCABIA, B S2SCCA M KG-SCCA;(2) B3R B SCCA BLAY, B 3% ] 8
FHAE M AE ST H9 SCCAHEZE (GNC-SCCA) . TLP-SCCA \ TGL-SCCA & T4 XJ {5 14 [#] % 2% s i e 0 A
F 43 Br (AGN-SCCA) L Jz FDR-corrected SCCA™; (3) Z#5& M Y 17 SCCA A, Bl MTSCCA F
TGSCCA; (4) H iy 3 £ 78 & S Bk 2 8, Bl T-SCCA . MD-SCCA ,FSN-SCCA . FSN-GSCCA Pl
DS-SCCA.

3 FRWN

TESUAGEE PR 20 %oy, Q0 An] 5 i B2 AR 5 2k TR A 23 0000 LA 00 00 J 0 1) 65 3 A4t 1 9 43 9 s I B
R 2 ) o — N IR W51y g WF SR, B R, R 2 E0r Bl R AR G L AR 7 2 T BT R
R 2 ) RO 5 A% 5 5 TR 201 S A K A DA AT 4 SR S Bl Dukart % BFSY T £
AR (FDG-PET .MRI A1 Amyloid-PET) 41 28 .0 B 2 18t 44 BOHE 75 Ry s A8 28 Wb i 9 B9 16 AT, AR
SRSk AT REE B AD B9 5 B DU R RS (Mld cognitive impairment, MCD % . BRT &, 10 F H ik A
[i] 5 i A 75 1) £ # D 2 D0 B 0 25 8%, DLIX 2 AD B3 R PR 1F % (Clinically normal, CN) 32k # .
SRJG K2 20 B 43 2545 0 T MCTBR A, DLBUI AD S5 AR A& o AHSCSE B0 25 S R W, FIH FDG-PET
B T AR A 76 00 1 W B 25 1T R 20 RS A% R 38t £ 00 D0 T 4K A5 87 00 i B Y SCEk[ 82] B
TR G R AL VR4 LLBUIN MCI ) AD i 564k . 7ES2 AR 05 T, 8 Se R T — Fh AR L B ) Oy
PRV S AD A AR BUR R AR5 38 3 X335 2 [X 3 9 5% 45 00 5 1 5 Al 26 1 S 5 17 L (Sup-
port vector machine, SVM) , A REANARIFAF G4y o EIER A 2510, iz B AR FIH LM SVM X AD
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A RN PR AE # 32 50H PEAT 7028 IR B4 2308 15t — A 2 3R B AD MG P4y . s 23R
BT —Fh 525 AR BUAL VE 43 A N 52 AR 0T 43 RIS A% D 3 18 INACRIT , AH DG 25 R 30 1E 1 I $2 (9 52 5 0F
O3 T A AKCHR v TN MER R . Peng 45 SR T — R 45 M AL FR B 4% 2% > (Structured sparse kernel learning,
SSKL)BERL, Hov, AR AE 3t — A% R R IR R RS AR B A 347 20 4, DU 7R RRAE R 47K B
TR
9 Y PR AR GE A 2 B G A5 R D RE B AT AN WA R B R Y B P2 TR C IR R T
SR 2 % AR FNGE S22 1) A 5636, O L H A B A7 — 238 T OCHE B B 485 S0 O k7 % i, 3¢
ik [ 86 144 7 — e ) 0 P 4 g ML AR DG 43 AT B AR, A TR 31 55 950 00 A DG B 52 1R B 1 B 4 A R . TEIRA
SNP $ 4 (A5 B0 T L 43 1 M CE WFN I3 Pl B g 2R TR A B L R RIE Y TS S AR e IR
QTs MZ L Wb (CN MCIHAD) YK & o SCHRI87 1T & T —F kG % 2 J5 vk, T2 Bkl ¢
PO S AR AL R 20 2 IR 73 M7 1207 A 456 1 M it M A 5C 70 B ALl 73 B SCCAR . TR, B 2 0 45 R AL
i, D7 R AT AR R
max zljiH z— Yo Hz — "X Yo+ A, R,(u)+ AR, (v)
wEe ’ (23)

s.l.H Xu =1

2
=[ vl
2

2
2

SCHR[ 8814 H T — Bl Z 4T 45 P[] [ U (Multi-task collaborative regression, MT-CoReg) % i , BE %
AIAE S AG RN L TR 20 7 R 25 v R ] 3R 0K H 5 25 A DG A8 . R EE AT U —FhER B 22 2 5 ik L B
54T Mg SRR OC 43 BT SCCA FNZ M 181 U5, W] FE R 52 48 m0 43 >k #0025 21 . 32 SCHR[88 ] i &,
Wang 2577 g TR AR B9 BG83 3k 00 2% B 5 AR G 43 7 (Fusion self-expressive network SCCA,
FSN-SCCA) XA AL, IR JH 61 4 19 22 1% SVM (Multi-kernel SVM, MK-SVM)! x5 197 4% 13 1A 60 i
% (Late MCI, LMCI) - 842 BE A S B2 5% (Early MCI, EMCID) | {2 % 2 1218 1k (Significant memory con-
cern, SMC) \AD FIIE % %f Bt (Normal control, NC)# 17/ 25 K 8J@/R T T2t 1) FSN-SCCA SR
5044 1 MK-SVM BK & T 25 3L 3000 (4 00 58 HE 22 S 36 45 SR 3R B, 78 BT R ¢ I R0 il 28 5218 218
WADNIEHESE |-, %748 AD 5 NC . EMCI5 LMCI #9432t 43 51 BUS T 93.76 %6 i 73.85 %4 114 1 g
%R 2R R 1 AL (Area under the curve, AUC){E 435124 0.95F1 0.7,

_____________________________________________________

] 1

i I

1 i

1 ]

i I

Association Prediction | i
1 ]

® ::> : EMCI :
FSN-SCCA MK-SVM , N
. LMCI SMC H

1 I

| v | oo |

\ 7

~ 7’

Pl 8 T4 I Rl 11 3R 3k 9 465 DC AL ) b5 2 A% S 1o i LI 4 T 48 SR w0
Fig.8 Combination of the proposed FSN-SCCA association model and the MK-SVM for outcome prediction””

it 1E O, KR 0 T 5 A W PR A2 W v R R 2 1S DN AR O Y IR R . AT A R, IR AR
i H B B A A A K4 e gt A A S B, L T R A LG S R A5 2 KT IR s 1) 32 W A T LA R S
HASCEE SRR, BT SCIE I A 0 205 2R 000 05 12 A1 B T4 S B 1A i 1 5 T
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4 ZitERE

FEARFE R 20 24 1 Ry — 18 24 B T 28 SRS, o6 B pl 2 B2  URHOR (A2 (R EWISR
THEF B A2 I8 FL 28 27 2] 5 Z R RL % S0P o HOR o R R 20 B0 R0 22 A5 S USRS (A 458 AN [ B[]
B9 N 1) Jili IS AR AR ) AL Ay 5 A5 R TR 2 2 B 5 A0 T 5 A R S A DR R 45 ) B ) g =[]
1149 5 3R B0 AL T B 06 38 2ok FL A 38 1 R 00 nUAR N R A DR B WL AR A 2] BORAE S Bds 3K 2 OBk 4y
Br B 5 R T, BE 8% 43 A 5 Jak ik DR 5 DR 235 4y 5 ) g 22 [ 9 S IEC , O3 ik 78 43 472 4 R0 R T R 5 52 1%
S5 W b AR RN 0 R BB R A R T b A R DR DA RN AT A R S B AL

A SC (AL JBT Y e T HL A 2% 2T 09 O R 3 AT B VR TE S AR B TR 20 A I s i R L T T A
PubMed ,Scopus Fl Web of Science £ P i 3 048 B o8 0 298 9T 0] B A9 18 3C o DA o 5 45 35k TR 4 2= il A%
27 AR Sy B A OC IR, S AR I E] S 202548 7 A 20 H o K EE SCHER R T B AL AS I 2] Y — 2L OCHK
25 S A A ) 2 R R R SR B TR

AT 40 50 Ak 2 78 15 AR 8 A S I 40 AT T ok 49 ik 1 S S 6 R UL, B DG IR 43 A 2 7R AH X AR
O I A% 32 S PR A SR X4 AT . R NS i, AR ST IR Ty ik mT R T 4 ik DR A B 4 i 1R 3R
B AR TSR R o Ay i s e A R A 72 e R PR AL SRS DU P 83 o R TR VE AR B R A 8 AT
SIS AR RIFAT 7 85 o0 8 R B BT IR, A B A T S A S R R B R
o T AEHESE | LUBHF 5T 4 3 PR AL 0 4 i 5 11 A8 o 19 52 A58 45 R BK

SEBR b, BT A5 A 24 R Ty 1 Y 2 e R AR s AR B AR AR A8 A R AR TR Sl R 2 B0 R ek
A BB AR R e il an PR AR R SR IR — LD BB R AE SNP Z M (W ] R A5 M C R . eI
Beaih L WS AN B RT DIA SR e 00 A5 BT RAL R . AT, O — L8 T AR BRI H N7 A2 S I kb fff
FHEA 01 23845 ) e 09 A= W0 Re AR 5B 30 MR AL 45 JE AR 14 (Gene ontology, GO) \Z g BRI #% 73 B &
45, 0 AR L R 5 3k K 20 1 B4 45 (Kyoto encyclopedia of genes and genes, KEGG )il #5504 22 5§ A\ 2878
2% i 1% /% 35 1% (Online Mendelian inheritance in man, OMIM )% B0 20 PRI , 4] #4533 26 51 36 240
U 28 8 755 i 9 K B9 AL ) B B T S5 B 508 43 A 1oz P T 80 f A5 AR D S5 B0 4 18 K 20 5 540 K 3
TG LIRS T A IR 5 5L T3 2 i A 2 Y

JSAE G pb Ak 2278 B B DN - 22 78 o S AR OC IR 45 SR R 0% i B st A% 800, (B[R] — MR vh 2 AR S A I 22
6] AT BEAFAE2C HOC Z , RIS AR AL o A 0 iR . BT, © A — L8 TAETIY SNP X 2 40E = R ik
QTs YA FARE . 38 05 3k 3 2 3 T I B8 3R 07 vk o 4, Fibar 25 il 2% AR 86 52 1 2l 57
% (Sure independence screening, SIS) %3k > 52 88 I 46 I 5 fi DX P bR 2 38 AH & 1) SNP-SNP 38 5. 4E A .
3K 38 4 2R T EERE B R A BN I T — S R A A R O Bl 22 58 AR P Y S M T
Pk R A 2 B

FELE RO FE v, bR K 2 B0 T WA 8 04 5 IR 5 A5 S 1B 58 A T 08 5 KMol AT Sk sl 9
I3 72 LR ML, I A B0 2 T AN T B AR T S DR e, ey A e — AN AL R AR I PR DR A
12 WA BB kG DG L ]I RN 43 2 10 2 4F 55 48— B R IR R AN B 6% 48 7 38t 4% 2% 5 i iR 2 )
) OC 7, i AR 8 5 T A2 W A 3 4 52 IR 5 1) 12 W R T, 3K 4 S Sk R SR il AR B R AL 2R F Y kTR
R

AR SCTAERAE TR T LA 2 0 B D -2 GO OCHR BT 92 1 32 B SR B 5 By i o AR el R, TR B 2 )
TE LE Wy 2 R 25 400 Bl ) 504 I 0 [ 30 b A T B R o AR T BE 2 2T 1 R T i R AR Rk TR 4 2 P A
BNz RS R TE T A AR RN R R AH A Bl SR I REAS B PR B R o I TR E O R
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