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One of the most catastrophic neurological disorders worldwide is
Parkinson's Disease. Along with it, the treatment is complicated and
abundantly expensive. The only effective action to control the
progression is diagnosing it in the early stage. However, this is
challenging because early detection necessitates a large and complex
clinical study. This experimental work used Machine Learning
techniques to automate the early detection of Parkinson's Disease from
clinical characteristics, voice features and motor examination. In this
study, we develop ML models utilizing a public dataset of 130
individuals, 30 of whom are untreated Parkinson's Disease patients, 50
of whom are Rapid Eye Movement Sleep Behaviour Disorder patients
who are at a greater risk of contracting Parkinson's Disease, and 50 of
whom are Healthy Controls. We use MinMax Scaler to rescale the data
points, Local Outlier Factor to remove outliers, and SMOTE to balance
existing class frequency. Afterwards, apply a number of Machine
Learning techniques. We implement the approaches in such a way that
data leaking and overfitting are not possible. Finally, obtained 100%
accuracy in classifying PD and RBD patients, as well as 92% accuracy
in classifying PD and HC individuals.
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1. Introduction
Parkinson's disease (PD) is defined by the abnormal degeneration of Substantia Nigra's nerve

cells [1], and in contrast to somatic cells, neurons lack the inherent ability to undergo regeneration,
rendering them susceptible to irreversible loss with advancing age. Hence, neuronal attrition is a
phenomenon that is essentially non-compensable in nature [2]. This neurological ailment results in
the permanent death of brain cells and is typically diagnosed in people over the age of 60 [3]. In
terms of prevalence, morbidity, and mortality, the second-most-progressive neurodegenerative
dysfunction and the most increasing neurological ailment is PD [4]. It is affecting close to 2% of
adults over 65 and its rate is rising fast as the population ages [5]. Currently, over ten million
people are affected by the disease globally [6]. There is now no effective tool to diagnose PD, and
no neuroprotective medicines can prevent or delay its progression [7], which is why PD has
become a highly serious medical and societal concern [5]. Early detection is crucial to minimizing
the consequences of PD, which may extend life expectancy and assure medication effectiveness.
However, the diagnosis of PD typically requires a variety of experiments, invasive procedures, and
empirical diagnostic tests. However because of diverse equipment setups, these methods are neither
cost-effective nor feasible. Furthermore, professionals may lead to poor decisions owing to
excessive workload. Artificial intelligence-based solutions can assist specialists and physicians in
automatically detecting certain illnesses, as well as reducing clinicians’ workload [8].
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Numerous studies have investigated the potential of deep learning and machine learning
techniques to detect and diagnose PD. In [3], a parallel CNN framework with nine layers was
proposed, achieving an accuracy of 86.9% and an F1-score of 91.70%. The PPMI data in [6] was
utilized to develop multiple deep learning models with various machine learning techniques. The
ensemble of these models achieved an accuracy of 96.68% and an F1-score of 97.58%. The authors
in [9] developed a CNN-based Computer-Aided Diagnosis (CAD) approach using
electroencephalogram signals of 10 male and 10 female PD patients, achieving 88.25%, 84.71%,
and 91.77% accuracy, sensitivity, and specificity, respectively. In [10], the authors used an audio
signal-based PD dataset and a novel method called CLS to detect PD patients and healthy subjects.
The KNN classifier achieved the best performance with 91.5% accuracy. Additionally, the authors
in [11] trained a DNN using a voice signal dataset of 42 patients, achieving 62.73% accuracy for
the UPDRS score and 81.67% accuracy for the Motor UPDRS score. PCA2 was applied for
dimensionality reduction in the features in [12], and the method achieved a clustering accuracy of
94.06% by ensembling the Genetic Algorithm and K-means. In [13], Random Forest, SVM, and
Naive Bayes were applied to a motor function-related dataset grouped into three subsets, achieving
accuracies of 96.7%, 95.00%, and 93.30% with SVM, RF, and NB, respectively, for the 2C(60)
data subset and 86.7%, 91.7%, and 91.7% accuracy, respectively, with SVM, RF, and NB for the
2C(IH) data subset. In [14], the authors reviewed research from 2007 to 2019 and concluded that
simple wearable MIoT devices and ML applications can achieve above 90% accuracy in classifying
PD patients and healthy subjects. Finally, the authors in [15] proposed a novel and improved
staging for PD that can classify different stages with 97.46% accuracy using the AdaBoost-based
model. According to the authors in [16], ML classifiers are preferable options for achieving high
accuracy with little computing time, while deep learning classifiers are superior when accuracy is
the primary concern, although they require more resources and time. The best ensemble algorithms
are AdaBoost and XGBoost, with the necessary trade-off between execution time and performance.

Our study utilized an open-source dataset comprising 130 patients classified into three groups:
50 Healthy Control (HC) subjects, 50 individuals at a high risk of developing Parkinson's disease
(PD) due to Rapid Eye Movement (REM) Sleep Behavior Disorder (RBD), and 30 untreated PD
patients. We applied various data pre-processing techniques and multiple learning techniques to
classify these individuals, with the primary objective of developing a machine learning-based
model for the early detection of PD using clinical characteristics, voice features, and motor
examination. Our research addresses the pressing need for a cost-effective and feasible diagnostic
tool for PD, given its increasing prevalence and lack of effective treatments.

Our study's contribution lies in the development of a model that can aid physicians and
specialists in automatically detecting PD, thereby potentially reducing their workload and
improving early detection rates. This research's novelty is the application of machine learning
techniques to clinical characteristics, voice features, and motor examination, an area that has not
been extensively explored in previous studies. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
The methodology is thoroughly described in section 2, and the study's findings are presented in
section 3. Finally, we conclude our study in section 4, discussing limitations and future directions.

2. Method
We conducted a multi-method analysis to detect PD, RBD, and HC. The original dataset was

divided into two subsets, PDRBD and PDHC, with 30 PD & 50 RBD patients and 30 PD & 50 HC
subjects in each, respectively. Both subsets were further divided into train-validation (85%) and test
(25%) groups. The pre-processing techniques were trained on the train-validation set and then
applied to both sets. To prepare the data for analysis, encoding was applied first, followed by
rescaling using MinMax Scaler, removing outliers with Local Outlier Factor (LOF), and balancing
the class ratio with Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique (SMOTE). Statistical Machine
Learning (ML) algorithms were then employed to train classifiers, and their performance was
evaluated using 10-stratified 10-fold cross-validation. The best models were selected and their
hyperparameters were optimized using Grid Search CV before testing on the test data. The
workflow of our experiment is shown in Fig. 1, and the procedure for training and validating the
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classifiers is detailed in Algorithm 1 (Fig. 2). All methods were implemented using Python (3.10.4)
with SK-learn (1.0.1) and other packages in Google Colaboratory.

Fig. 1. The experimental method’s workflow

Algorithm 1. Training the Machine Learning classifiers

INPUT 𝑥:  𝑇𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑓𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑠,  𝑦:  𝑇𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑙𝑎𝑏𝑒𝑙𝑠
OUTPUT Trained ML classifiers

technique𝑧 ←  𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑧𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛
technique𝑙𝑜𝑓 ←  𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑂𝑢𝑡𝑙𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝐹𝑎𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟

𝑠𝑚𝑜𝑡𝑒 ←  𝑆𝑦𝑛𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑡𝑖𝑐 𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑦 𝑂𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑠𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑇𝑒𝑐ℎ𝑛𝑖𝑞𝑢𝑒
𝑐𝑣 ←  10 𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑓𝑖𝑒𝑑 10 𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑑 𝑐𝑟𝑜𝑠𝑠 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛
ℎ𝑦𝑝𝑒𝑟

𝑜𝑝𝑡
 ←  ℎ𝑦𝑝𝑒𝑟 𝑝𝑎𝑟𝑎𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑧𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛

𝑚
𝑐𝑣 

←  𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙𝑠 𝑜𝑏𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑏𝑦 𝑐𝑣
𝑚

𝑜𝑝𝑡 
←  𝑜𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑧𝑒𝑑 𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙 𝑏𝑦 ℎ𝑦𝑝𝑒𝑟

𝑜𝑝𝑡

function 𝑇𝑅𝐴𝐼𝑁𝐼𝑁𝐺 (𝑥, 𝑦)
function 𝑃𝑅𝐸𝑃𝑅𝑂𝐶𝐸𝑆𝑆𝐼𝑁𝐺 (𝑥)

//normalize each value of x using minmax normalization.𝑥
𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚

=  𝑧(𝑥)
//remove outliers from using the local outlier factor.𝑥

𝑙𝑜𝑓
 =  𝑙𝑜𝑓(𝑥

𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚
) 𝑥

𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚
//balance the class frequency using SMOTE.𝑥

𝑠𝑚𝑜𝑡𝑒
 =  𝑠𝑚𝑜𝑡𝑒(𝑥

𝑙𝑜𝑓
)

𝑥
𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑛 

=  𝑥
𝑠𝑚𝑜𝑡𝑒

return 𝑥
𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑛

end function
function 𝑉𝐴𝐿𝐼𝐷𝐴𝑇𝐼𝑂𝑁 (𝑥

𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑛
 ,  𝑦)

//returns models with higher cross-validation accuracy.𝑚
𝑐𝑣

 =  𝑐𝑣(𝑥
𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑛 

,  𝑦)
return 𝑚

𝑐𝑣
end function
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//optimize parameters of the selected models from𝑚
𝑜𝑝𝑡

 =  ℎ𝑦𝑝𝑒𝑟
𝑜𝑝𝑡

(𝑚
𝑐𝑣

,  𝑥
𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑛

,  𝑦) 𝑚
𝑐𝑣

// train ml models from𝑚 =  𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛 𝑚
𝑜𝑝𝑡

𝑚
𝑜𝑝𝑡

return m
end function

Fig. 2. Algorithm of the experimental method

2.1. Data Set
This study utilized a dataset gathered during a medical session organized by Jan Hlavnika et al.

[17] in the Czech Republic between 2014 and 2016. The dataset consisted of 130 individuals,
including 50 healthy subjects (41 men, 9 women), 50 patients with RBD (41 men, 9 women), and
30 untreated PD patients (21 men, 9 women). The dataset comprised 64 features of three types,
namely clinical characteristics of the examinee, speech features, and motor examination results of
each examinee. To provide insight into the class distribution of the data, Fig. 3 was included, and
the clinical characteristics of the examinee were displayed in Table 1. The original dataset was
divided into two subsets, with the PDRBD subset remaining unchanged. The PDHC subset
contained 24 features, including clinical characteristics and speech examination results, since the
motor examination results were not available for healthy subjects. Attempting to simulate these
results could result in inaccuracies. The data subsets were then pre-processed and subjected to
machine learning techniques, as shown in Fig. 4, which depicts the original dataset and the two data
subsets.

Fig. 3. Class Frequency in the Dataset

Table 1. Clinical characteristics of the examinee

Feature PD RBD HC

Gender Men: 21
Women: 9

Men: 41
Women: 9

Men: 41
Women: 9

Age Min: 40.00
Avg: 63.98
Max: 83.00

Min: 40.00
Avg: 64.92
Max: 83.00

Min: 34.00
Avg: 64.93
Max: 79.00

Positive histories of Parkinson’s disease in family Yes: 02
No: 28

Yes: 01
No: 49

NA

Age of disease onset (years) Avg: 63.40 Avg: 59.16 NA

Duration of disease from first symptoms (years) Avg: 1.63 Avg: 5.76 NA

Antidepressant therapy Yes: 03
No: 27

Yes: 07
No: 43

Yes: 0
No: 50

Antiparkinsonian medication No: 30 No: 50 No: 50

Antipsychotic medication No: 30 No: 50 No: 50
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Benzodiazepine medication Yes: 04
No: 26

Yes: 08
No: 42

Yes: 0
No: 50

Clonazepam (mg/day) Avg: 0.066
Max: 1.00

Avg: 0.075
Max: 2.00

Avg: 0.00
Max: 0.00

Fig. 4. Data subsets and original dataset

2.2. Pre-processing
2.2.1. Encoding
The data set includes 64 features, six of which are categorical. We have encoded these

categorical features into 1’s or 0’s as shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Encoding

Features 1 0

Gender Female Male

Positive history of Parkinson's disease in family Yes No

Antidepressant therapy Yes No

Anttiparkinsonian medication Yes No

Antipsychotic medication Yes No

Benzodiazepine medication Yes No

2.2.2. Normalization
We employed the widely-used MinMax Scaler as the data normalization technique to rescale the

numerical feature values between 0 and 1. The formulation of the MinMaxScaler can be expressed
as (1), where denotes the original value, refers to the minimum value of the feature,𝑥 𝑥

𝑚𝑖𝑛
𝑥

𝑚𝑎𝑥
denotes the maximum value of the feature, and denotes the normalized value.𝑥

𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚

𝑥
𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚

=  
(𝑥 − 𝑥

𝑚𝑖𝑛
)

𝑥
𝑚𝑎𝑥 

− 𝑥
𝑚𝑖𝑛

(1)

The MinMax Scaler is particularly useful for handling features with a broad range of values. By
rescaling the features into a uniform range, the influence of large values that may dominate the
learning algorithm is removed, allowing all features to contribute equally to the learning process.
Moreover, normalization is an effective way to reduce the impact of noise and outliers in the data,
resulting in more robust models.
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2.2.3. Local Outlier Factor (LOF)
Outliers have a disastrous effect on the training of an ML model. It can occur in the training of a

model using redundant data. According to the authors of [18], when appropriate outlier
identification approaches are used, ML techniques on healthcare data will produce more accurate
results in diagnosing disorders. We applied density-based outlier detection, called LOF to eliminate
outliers.

2.2.4. Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique (SMOTE)
Real-world data sets across practically all domains include class imbalance, and it has an impact

on accuracy. Because the models underperform when dealing with a small number of data classes
[19]. The SMOTE performs well on the small imbalanced dataset to balance the class ratio. Here,
Fig. 5 and 6 illustrate the class frequency of the data subsets after removing outliers and after
applying SMOTE to the data subsets respectively.

Fig. 5. Data frequency in various stages of preprocessing in the PDRBD

Fig. 6. Data frequency in various stages of preprocessing in the PDHC

2.3. Training and Validation
The data subsets named PDRBD and PDHC were separately partitioned and preprocessed prior to

training and validating ML models. Eight distinct classification algorithms named SVM, XGBoost,
AdaBoost, GBoost, KNN, Logistic Regression (LR), Random Forest (RF), and Decision Tree (DT)
were used to train and validate the ML models for identifying PD, RBD, and HC utilizing the
train-validation split. A 10-stratified 10-fold CV was applied to validate the ML models, which
repeated the 10-fold CV 10 times and maintained the class ratio according to the training dataset
[20]. After that, the most effective classifiers were selected for further experimentation based on the
validation results. The training and validation approach is shown in Fig. 7.

Fig. 8 shows the validation accuracy of different ML models on PDRBD and PDHC. The
training & validation outcome on PDRBD has been illustrated in Fig. 8(a), where SVM, RF, KNN,
and LR provide validation accuracy of 97.79%, 99.01%, 87.47%, and 97.58% respectively. Also,
DT, GBoost, AdaBoost, and XGBoost achieve a validation accuracy of 100%. Here, the validation
losses of SVM, RF, KNN, and LR are 7.27%, 3.35%, 11.14%, and 5.15% respectively, whereas the
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DT, GBoost, AdaBoost, and XGBoost have 0% validation losses. Fig. 9(a) shows the accuracy and
loss graph of the PD and RBD classifiers found by the validation step.

Fig. 7. Training and validation approach for each data subset

Similarly, the training & validation outcome on PDHC has been illustrated in Fig. 8(b), where
SVM, DT, RF, KNN, LR, GBoost, AdaBoost, and XGBoost provide validation accuracy of
75.41%, 68.45%, 75.20%, 59.89%, 72.11%, 71.46%, 64.88%, and 70.16% respectively. Here, the
validation losses of SVM, DT, RF, KNN, LR, GBoost, AdaBoost, and XGBoost are 12.94%,
16.50%, 12.75%, 15.80%, 13.52%, 14.15%, 15.24%, and 14.60% respectively, as shown in Fig.
9(b).

Fig. 8. Validation result on data subsets (a) PDRBD and (b) PDHC

Fig. 9. Validation accuracy vs validation loss on data subsets (a) PDRBD and (b) PDHC

2.4. Hyper Parameter Optimization
In this section, we have selected the best-performing algorithms during validation to build final

ML models to classify PD, RBD, and HC. Here we select the SVM, DT, RF, LR, GBoost,
AdaBoost, and XGBoost for both data subsets. In this hyperparameter optimization stage, we used
Grid Search CV for tuning the best-performing algorithm's parameters, where the number of splits
is 5 and it repeats 5 times for each classifier. Grid search CV is a widely used method for
hyperparameter tuning that exhaustively searches the hyperparameter space to find the optimal
combination of parameters.
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For the SVM, the regularization parameter is 1, the kernel is RBF, the heuristic is true, and the
tolerance is 1e − 3. Gini impurity was used for information gain in the DT, and the best split was
chosen for further procedure. The RF uses 1000 DT as the estimator and the Gini impurity for
information gain. In the LR, the regularization parameter is 1, the solver is Limited-memory BFGS,
and the tolerance is 1e − 4. For the GBoost, the learning rate is 0.01, MSE with an improvement
score by Friendman has been used to ensure the split’s quality, LR has been used to optimize loss,
and 1000 boosting stages have been used. For AdaBoost, the learning rate is 1.0, and SAMME.R
has been used as the ground estimator. Finally, for the XGBoost, 1000 GBoost has been used, and
the learning rate is 0.3.

We used hyperparameter tuning to optimize the models' performance and find the optimal
combination of hyperparameters that minimize the error rate. Grid Search CV was selected because
it is a widely used and reliable method for hyperparameter tuning. By fine-tuning the
hyperparameters, we were able to improve the models' performance and achieve the high accuracy
rates reported in this study.

3. Results and Discussion
We collected and separated the dataset into two subsets: PDRBD and PDHC. After that

pre-processed the data subsets and applied various ML algorithms. We trained and validated the
ML models using 10-stratified 10-fold cross-validation and selected the high-performing
algorithms for both subsets. We then optimized the hyperparameters of these algorithms using Grid
Search CV and evaluated their performance using Accuracy, True Positive Rate (TPR), Positive
Predictive Value (PPV), F1-score, and AUC Score respectively. Tables 3 and 4 show the evaluation
outcomes of the ML models which have been calculated using the following (2) - (6).

𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 = 𝑇𝑃 + 𝑇𝑁
𝑇𝑃+𝑇𝑁+𝐹𝑃+𝐹𝑁  (2)

𝑇𝑃𝑅 𝑜𝑟 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 =  𝑇𝑃
𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑁

(3)

𝑃𝑃𝑉 𝑜𝑟 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 =  𝑇𝑃
𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑁

(4)

𝐹1 − 𝑠𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 =  2 * 𝑃𝑃𝑉 * 𝑇𝑃𝑅
𝑃𝑃𝑉 + 𝑇𝑃𝑅

(5)

𝐴𝑈𝐶 (𝑓) =  
Σ𝑡

0
ϵ𝐷0 * Σ𝑡

0
ϵ𝐷1*1[𝑓(𝑡

0
)<𝑓(𝑡

1
)]

|𝐷0| * |𝐷1|

(6)

Here, TP, FP, TN, FN are True Positive, False Positive, True Negative and False Negative
respectively. , while is True otherwise 0. is a set of1[𝑓(𝑡

0
) <  𝑓(𝑡

1
)] =  1 𝑓(𝑡

0
) <  𝑓(𝑡

1
) 𝐷0

negative examples and is a set of positive examples.𝐷1

Table 3 displays the results of all ML models used for classifying the PD and RBD, indicating
100% accuracy, PPV, TPR, F1-score, and AUC. However, Table 4 shows that the accuracy for the
PDHC data subset ranges from 0.67 to 0.92, and the highest AUC score is 0.89 for the decision tree
(DT) model. The discrepancy in performance can be attributed to the characteristics of each subset.
The PDRBD dataset consists of PD and RBD cases that share similarities in symptoms and clinical
features, and all 64 attributes were utilized to classify them. In contrast, the PDHC dataset includes
PD and healthy controls, and only 24 features were utilized due to the absence of motor
examination results for the healthy subjects. As a result, it is more challenging to differentiate
between these two groups. Further analysis shows that the AdaBoost and GBoost algorithms
perform well in terms of accuracy (92%), PPV (92% and 94% respectively), TPR (92%) and
F1-score (92%) for PDHC, indicating their effectiveness in classifying PD and healthy controls
with limited features.
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However, the analysis is limited due to the unavailability of significant features for PDHC, such
as a comprehensive motor examination overview. These features are crucial for distinguishing PD
and healthy controls. The lack of these features may have contributed to the model's difficulty in
correctly classifying PD and HC. Nonetheless, this limitation is due to the unavailability of data,
and conducting a more comprehensive study with a complete dataset is necessary to achieve better
performance. In Table 5, a comparative analysis with recent studies indicates that the approaches
described in this paper perform better in detecting PD patients.

Table 3. Evaluation outcome from the data subset PDRBD

Algorithm Accuracy PPV TPR F1 - score AUC

SVM 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

DT 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

RF 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

LR 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

GBoost 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

AdaBoost 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

XGBoost 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Table 4. Evaluation outcome from the data subset PDHC

Algorithm Accuracy PPV TPR F1 - score AUC

SVM 0.75 0.72 0.75 0.73 0.78

DT 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.89

RF 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.85

LR 0.83 0.90 0.83 0.84 0.85

GBoost 0.92 0.94 0.92 0.92 0.81

AdaBoost 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.81

XGBoost 0.75 0.88 0.77 0.77 0.83

Table 5. A comparative study with related works

No Best Model and Year Accuracy

1. CNN (2019) [3] 86.90 %

2. CNN (2020) [9] 88.25 %

3. KNN (2022) [10] 91.50 %

4. SVM (2020) [21] 91.25 %

5. ANN (Levenberg– Marquardt algorithm) (2021) [22] 95.89 %

6. KNN (2019) [23] 94.55 %
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7. Random Forest (feature selection: Genetic Algorithm) (2022) [24] 95.58 %

8. XGBoost (2019) [25] 95.39 %

9. Random Forest (2022) [26] 97.00 %

10. Light Gradient Boosting (2020) [27] 84.10 %

11. SVM (2018) [28] 92.00 %

12. Bat (2020) [29] 96.74 %

13. Bi-LSTM (2021) [30] 84.29 %

Performance of this study

[Performance on PDRBD]

SVM
DT
RF
LR

GBoost
AdaBoost
XGBoost

100.00 %
100.00 %
100.00 %
100.00 %
100.00 %
100.00 %
100.00 %

14.

[Performance on PDHC]

GBoost
AdaBoost

92.00 %
92.00 %

4. Conclusion
In this study, we investigated the detection of Parkinson's Disease (PD), Rapid Eye Movement

Sleep Behavior Disorder (RBD), and Healthy Control (HC) subjects using a complex and
imbalanced dataset. Through the application of diverse data pre-processing techniques and multiple
ML algorithms, we achieved unprecedented accuracy of 100% in detecting early-stage PD and
RBD patients using SVM, DT, RF, LR, GBoost, AdaBoost, and XGBoost classifiers. Our GBoost
and AdaBoost classifiers also demonstrated a commendable accuracy of 92% in discerning PD and
HC subjects. However, limitations of the study include the relatively small dataset used, limited
domain knowledge, and lack of real-time data. Incorporating larger and real-time datasets, domain
knowledge for outlier detection and attribute importance analysis can enhance model efficacy. Our
study highlights the potential of ML in assisting specialists and physicians in early PD detection,
leading to reduced clinical workload and improved detection rates. Future research can refine the
models by integrating larger datasets and domain knowledge to develop a cost-effective and
feasible diagnostic tool for PD. Our promising results pave the way for continued exploration in
this field, and we encourage further research to advance the understanding and detection of PD and
related neurological disorders.
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