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Abstract. Early detection of Alzheimer’s disease’s precursor stages is
imperative for significantly enhancing patient outcomes and quality of
life. This challenge is tackled through a semi-supervised multi-modal di-
agnosis framework. In particular, we introduce a new hypergraph frame-
work that enables higher-order relations between multi-modal data, while
utilising minimal labels. We first introduce a bilevel hypergraph optimi-
sation framework that jointly learns a graph augmentation policy and a
semi-supervised classifier. This dual learning strategy is hypothesised to
enhance the robustness and generalisation capabilities of the model by
fostering new pathways for information propagation. Secondly, we intro-
duce a novel strategy for generating pseudo-labels more effectively via
a gradient-driven flow. Our experimental results demonstrate the supe-
rior performance of our framework over current techniques in diagnosing
Alzheimer’s disease.
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1 Introduction

Alzheimer’s disease, a neurodegenerative condition, remains incurable. However,
the silver lining in this challenging scenario is the potential for early detec-
tion, which can significantly enhance the quality of life for patients by en-
abling timely treatment interventions. The quest for automated diagnosis of
Alzheimer’s and its prodromal stages has seen considerable exploration within
the literature [19,14,2,9,15]. While existing research highlights the promise of
deep learning techniques in addressing this challenge, two significant barriers
hinder progress. First, the integration of diverse data modalities holds the poten-
tial to improve diagnosing AD. Yet, current methods fall short in harnessing the
full spectrum of this data, primarily due to the complexity of forging meaningful
connections across the multimodal landscape. Second, there’s a pressing demand
for models that demand minimal supervision, navigating around the constraints
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of time, cost, and potential bias inherent in data labelling. This paradigm shift
towards leveraging minimal supervision could dramatically streamline the path
towards more accurate diagnostic for Alzheimer’s research.

A body of literature has explored hypergraph learning [10,21,12,13,2] to over-
come the aforementioned challenges. Hypergraphs are a generalisation of graphs
where an edge can connect a set of nodes, modelling beyond pair-wise relations.
Owing to this property, hypergraphs can capture higher-order relations across
multi-modal data. However, the limitations of the body of literature are two-fold.
Firstly, existing works are based on similar principles following the functional of
that [20] – even deep hypergraph frameworks, e.g., [16,5]. Secondly, there is a
scarcity of works to explore the influence of topological and feature augmenta-
tion on hypergraph learning. Existing techniques are mainly based on data aug-
mentation [3], but graphs/hypergraphs cannot be augmented similarly as they
need certain topological and feature augmenters. Whilst existing literature cov-
ers graph augmentation extensively [17,18,4], these methodologies are primarily
tailored for graphs and do not fully address the complexities inherent in hyper-
graphs. The field lacks in-depth exploration of hypergraph-specific augmentation
methods, with few existing studies often requiring manual intervention [2].

Contributions. In this work, we introduce a novel semi-supervised hyper-
graph framework for multi-modal analysis, in which we highlight two major
contributions. First, we propose a bilevel hypergraph optimisation framework
that jointly learns a graph augmentation policy and a semi-supervised classifier.
Our hypothesis is that hypergraph augmentations can forge new pathways for
information propagation yielding to higher robustness and generalisation. Par-
ticularly, as hypergraphs exploit higher-order relations such interactions can lead
to resilience against errors. Second, we introduce a strategy for pseudo-labels
via a gradient-driven flow. We show that our bilevel frameworks demonstrate
superior performance than existing techniques for Alzheimer’s disease diagnosis.

2 Methodology

This section introduces our framework for learning through semi-supervised hy-
pergraphs, which overview is displayed in Figure 1.

2.1 Multi-Modal Hypergraph Construction & Actions

We address the challenging problem of multi-modal analysis for Alzheimer’s
diagnosis by considering an ensemble of M different data modalities. For each
modality, our dataset comprises N individual observations, denoted as X =
{x1, ..., xN} ∈ X , each of which is sampled from a probability distribution P
across the domain X . This approach yields a composite dataset structured as
X1, ..., Xs, Xs+1, ..., XM, where the dataset is composed of two main types: the
first smodalities include various forms of imaging data, such as MRI scans, which
are critical for visual assessment of the brain, and the subsequent modalities
encompass non-imaging data, like demographics information.
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Fig. 1: Our Bilevel Hypergraph Learning Framework for Early Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease Diagnosis. It integrates multi-modal data into a hypergraph, employing a
bilevel optimisation strategy to co-learn a graph augmentation policy and a semi-
supervised classifier. It introduces an innovative pseudo-label update mechanism
via gradient-driven flow, aiming for enhanced learning with minimal labels.

From Multi-Modal Data to Hypergraphs. Consider a hypergraph
defined as G = (V, E ,W), where V = {v1, ..., vn}, with |V| = n denoting the
set of vertices, and E = {e1, ..., em}, with |E| = m representing the hyperedges.
Additionally, W : E → R>0 is a function assigning positive real weights to
each hyperedge e, which encompasses a subset of vertices. The corresponding

incidence matrix is denoted asHa,e =

{
1 if a ∈ e,

0 otherwise
, for a ∈ V and e indicating

a hyperedge, essentially a collection of vertices from V.
We start by performing feature extraction on the imaging data. A transfor-

mation fω is applied to map X into a vector space denoted by v = {v1, . . . ,vN}
with each element vi = fω(xi). The k-nearest neighbors of a given embedding
vi are represented as NNk(vi). For each dataset X1, . . . , Xs, we construct a
unique hypergraph H1,...,s

ij , defined by the rule: H1,...,s
ij = [v⊤

i vj ] if vi belongs
to NNk(vj); otherwise, it is set to 0. Similarly, for non-imaging data, we evalu-
ate the similarity between subjects x and their respective phenotypic metrics z
to produce Hs+1,...,M. This involves calculating S(x, z), where S is a similarity
function. Here, S(x, z) is determined if x falls within the k-nearest neighbors of
z; if not, the value is set to 0. The construction of the overarching hypergraph H
is accomplished through the concatenation of hypergraph representations from
each modality, denoted H1 through HM, effectively encompassing the spectrum
of imaging and non-imaging data modalities.

Hypegraph Actions. After defining the construction of our multi-modal
hypergraph, and before we proceed to introduce the proposed hypergraph semi-
supervised bilevel optimisation scheme. A key element in our framework is a
learned policy (details in the following section), which hinges on learned topo-
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logical and feature augmentations within the hypergraph. While graph augmen-
tation policies have been explored previously, research into hypergraph topology
and features—and their benefits for complex tasks such as multi-modal diagno-
sis—remains sparse. Our hypothesis posits that hypergraph augmentation, unlike
simple data augmentation, can forge new pathways for information propagation.
This facilitates the learning of more robust representations that are not strictly
bound by the original data distribution. Moreover, the exploitation of higher-order
interactions among different data modes (e.g., MRI images, PET scans, genetic
information, cognitive tests) leads to resilience against errors or inconsistencies
in individual data modalities.

We define a specific set of manipulations on graphs through a function ψ :
X × G → G. This function is selected from the set ψ ∈ {αV , ρV , ρEV , ρE}, with
each element representing a distinct type of manipulation based on parameters
X ∈ X .

Node Removal (αV): remove nodes in a set X such that X = RV ∈ V,
αV(RV ,G) = (V\RV , E)
Hyperedge Removal (ρE): remove hyperedges in a set X such that X = RE ∈
E , ρE(RE ,G) = (V, E\RE).
Subgraph Removal (ρEV): hyperedges subgraph X such that X = {RE ∈
E ,RV ∈ V}, ρE,V(RE ,RVG) = (V\RV , E\RE)
Feature Perturbation (ρV): δ−Feature Perturbation in a set X such that
X = PV , αE(PV ,G)

In this work, we introduce two types of actions. Firstly, topological augmenta-
tion includes node, hyperedge and subgraph removal. Secondly, we also consider
feature perturbation, which offers a different type of possible augmentation. The
set ψ is the searched ratio for each action. For clarity purposes, the subgraph
action is given by a random walk determined by ρE,V .

2.2 Bilevel Hypergraph Optimisation

We now detail our augmented semi-supervised hypergraph framework, designed
to tackle the complexities of Alzheimer’s disease diagnosis. At the heart of our
framework lies a bilevel optimisation scheme, crafted to learn a semi-supervised
classifier for diagnosis alongside a graph augmentation policy. This dual learning
objective sets our approach apart from existing techniques. Our designed frame-
work not only enhances the hypergraph’s ability to generalise by introducing new
propagation pathways but also facilitates deeper exploitation of higher-order re-
lationships within the multi-modal data.

Our framework utilises a set of labelled data, Xl = {(xi, yi)}li=1, where yi is
the label of data xi, alongside a vast set of unlabeled data, Xu = {xk}mk=l+1. We
then propose the following optimisation scheme, which reads:
 Inner Optimisation (Semi-Supervised Classifier with Gradient

-Based-Flow Pseudo-Labels). Our semi-supervised hypergraph framework is
based on the principle of pseudo-labelling. This lower-level optimisation aims to
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address our main downstream task: classification (diagnosis). Accordingly, the
loss function is defined as:

ω∗ = argmin
ω

Llab(fω(Aθ(Xl)), Yl) + τLunc(fω(Aθ(Xu)), Ŷu), (1)

where Llab and Lunc are the cross-entropy loss for the labelled and unlabelled
data respectively. τ is the measure of uncertainty via entropy [8,1] such that

τ+ Q(Ŷu)
log(l) = 1, where Q is the entropy and Ŷu is normalised beforehand. fω is the

classification networks parameterized by ω. Aθ denotes the augmentation func-
tion parameterised by θ, Xl and Yl are the labelled data and their corresponding
labels, Xu is the unlabelled data, and Ŷu are the generated pseudo-labels. How
is Ŷu inferred? Unlike existing semi-supervised pseudo-labelling models, our
approach infers the pseudo labels via a gradient-based flow. We aim to minimise
the total variation function TVJ(uk) using the following semi-explicit flow, and
we update the numerical solution uk by iteration k :{

uk+ 1
2
∥uk∥ = ∥uk∥uk +∆t

(
TVJ(uk)(ck − c̃k)− ∥uk∥γk+ 1

2

)
uk+ 1

2
= uk+1∥uk+ 1

2
∥2

(2)

where γk+ 1
2
∈ ∂TVJ(uk+ 1

2
), c ∈ ∂∥uk∥. Here, ∂f represents the set of potential

subdifferentials of a convex function f , defined as follows: ∂f = {γ | ∃u,with γ ∈
∂f(u)}. Moreover, ∆t is the time step size in the numerical method, which is a
positive number since ∆t > 0. The scaling function, denoted as d(x), is utilised

to define the scaled quantity c̃k = ⟨d,ck⟩
⟨d,d⟩ d. After convergence of (2) at u∗ =

[u∗,1, . . . , u∗,L], we determine the label for each node to be ŷi = argmaxj u
∗,j
i .

The pseudo-labels generated, represented as Ŷu, are set to {ŷk}nk=l+1.

 Outer Optimisation (Learnt Augmentation Policy). We define an
augmentation policy network gθ that learns to apply transformations to the
hypergraph, following the actions outlined in Section 2.1, to improve the model’s
performance on hypergraph semi-supervised tasks. Our goal is to optimise the
augmentation policy θ based on the task’s performance. Denote X = Xl ∪ Xu

and Y = Yl ∪ Ŷu, the outer optimisation is formulated as

θ∗ = argmax
θ

MP(fω∗(Aθ(X)), Y ), (3)

where MP is the performance metric, specifically accuracy. The optimal model
parameters from the inner optimisation are denoted by ω∗.

3 Experimental Results

Dataset Description. We validate our bilevel semi-supervised hypergraph
framework to analyse the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI)
dataset 3. This dataset, sourced from various centers, encompasses a rich variety

3 adni.loni.usc.edu
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Error Rate ↓
NC EMCI LMCI AD

Avg-ER PPV↑

GNNs [11] 27.99±1.41 27.46±1.21 29.31±1.66 26.16±1.63 27.73 72.37
HGSCCA [13] 25.21±1.20 26.53±1.35 27.15±1.35 25.67±1.48 26.14 73.96
HGNN [5] 23.10±1.21 24.32±1.10 25.91±1.18 24.01±1.03 24.33 75.76
DHGNN [7] 20.52±0.98 22.62±1.15 23.06±1.10 21.16±0.95 21.84 78.26
HGNN+ [6] 18.41±1.01 18.99±1.11 20.65±1.54 18.99±0.79 19.26 80.84
Dual HG [2] 15.21±0.64 17.52±0.63 18.91±0.92 16.17±0.56 16.95 83.15
Ours 12.79±0.28 13.06±0.34 14.66±0.55 12.92±0.41 13.36 86.74

Table 1: Numerical comparison of our method against established (graph) and
hypergraph techniques, demonstrating the performance across various metrics.
The top-performing results are emphasised with yellow highlighting.

Error Rate ↓
Aug.

NC EMCI LMCI AD
Avg-ER PPV↑

Dual HG [2] D+HA 15.21±0.64 17.52±0.63 18.91± 0.92 16.17±0.56 16.95 83.15
A0 14.03±0.60 15.13±0.58 16.07±0.66 14.16±0.52 14.85 85.25
A1 13.45±0.34 14.06±0.41 15.66±0.56 13.79±0.45 14.24 85.86
A2 13.99±0.36 14.48±0.47 15.97±0.61 14.02±0.60 14.61 85.48
A3 15.16±0.61 16.48±0.62 17.80±0.71 15.76±0.67 16.30 83.80

Our
Policy

A4 12.79±0.28 13.06±0.34 14.66±0.55 12.92±0.41 13.36 86.74

Table 2: Performance comparison on the influence of various augmentation types.
The augmentations include Data Augmentation + Heuristic Hypergraph Aug-
mentation (D+HA), Node Removal (A0), Hyperedge Removal (A1), Subgraph
Removal (A2), Feature Perturbation (A3), and an All-in-One Policy (A4). The

best performance is highlighted in yellow , and the second-best in orange .

of multi-modal data, including images and diverse phenotype information. Our
analysis focuses on a subset of 500 individuals, considering Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (MRI), Positron Emission Tomography (PET), demographic details,
and Apolipoprotein E (APOE). We consider four distinct groups (classes): early
and late stages of mild cognitive impairment (EMCI and LMCI), normal control
(NC), and Alzheimer’s disease (AD).

Comparative Analysis and Metrics. Our methodology for evaluating
our framework involves a direct comparison with leading hypergraph learning
techniques such as HGSCCA [13], HGNN [5], DHGNN [7], HGNN+ [6] and Dual
HG [2], alongside a comparison with GNNs [11]. For evaluating the performance,
we adhere to the medical field’s standard metrics: we measure the Error Rate
(ER) along with its average (Avg-ER), and the Positive Predictive Value (PPV),
which serves as an equilibrium measure between sensitivity and specificity.

For the initialisation of the graph construction process, we employed the
ResNet-50 architecture as future extraction. We construct our graph by config-
uring the k-Nearest Neighbors (k-NN) parameter to a value of 25, implemented a
weight decay rate of 0.0002, and established an initial learning rate of 0.05, which
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Fig. 2: Ablation Studies. (a) Demonstrates the impact of learned augmen-
tations within our framework. (b) Highlights the progression of pseudo-label
certainty from Epoch 1 to Epoch 150, (c)Error rates obtained using our pseudo-
labels versus those generated directly from a deep network.
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Fig. 3: (a) Comparison of our technique with Dual HG across label rates, showing
error rate differences. (b) Error rate comparison for Learned Policy, Heuristic,
and D Aug strategies.

we gradually reduced according to a cosine annealing schedule over a course of
150 epochs. Consistent with conventional approaches in semi-supervised learn-
ing, we conducted five independent selections of labelled samples at random in-
tervals. The results are then presented as the average values of the performance
metrics, accompanied by their respective standard deviations.

Comparison against Existing Techniques. The results presented in Ta-
ble 1 offer a comprehensive numerical comparison between our proposed method
and several established techniques, both from graph-based and hypergraph-based
paradigms, across various diagnostic classes. Notably, our method achieves the
lowest error rates across all classes, demonstrating superior performance with an
Avg-ER of 13.36 and a PPV of 86.74. This indicates a significant improvement in
diagnostic accuracy and predictive capability compared to the existing methods.
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The comparison reveals that graph neural networks (GNNs) [11] show higher
error rates across the board, emphasising the challenges in capturing complex
relationships within data using traditional graph structures. On the other hand,
hypergraph-based methods progressively refine these models by incorporating
more nuanced data relationships. However, these methods still fall short when
compared to our approach, underlining the effectiveness of our method in lever-
aging the inherent data complexity for more accurate disease diagnosis.

The Role of Learned Augmentations. From Table 2, we observe that
Dual HG (second best) utilises both data augmentation and heuristic hyper-
graph augmentation (D+HA) to enhance model performance. In contrast, our
augmentation techniques, integrated within our bilevel framework, offer a novel
approach to learning augmentation strategies. Developed within this framework,
our proposed augmentations introduce a series of learned augmentation policies
(A0 through A4) that dynamically adapt to the data and hypergraph structure.
The adaptability and specificity of these augmentations facilitate targeted im-
provements in error rates and overall performance, as evidenced by the results.
The dynamic adaptability of our strategies, particularly evident in policies like
A0 (Node Removal), A1 (Hyperedge Removal), A2 (Subgraph Removal), and
A4 (All-in-One Policy, encompassing all augmentations A0-A3), highlights how
specific alterations to the hypergraph’s structure can lead to substantial im-
provements in error rates and overall performance metrics, in contrast to the
effects of solely relying on heuristic augmentation (Dual HG).

Ablation on Pseudo-labels and Learnt Policy. The exploration of
learned augmentations (see Figure 2-(a)), specifically the Hyperedge Ratio and
Feature Ratio, underscores the adaptability and optimisation capability of our
framework. The figure showcases the variation in error rates as these ratios are
adjusted, highlighting the efficiency of a learned policy over heuristic settings.
In Figure 2-(b), the transition from red to green areas represents the shift from
incorrect to correct pseudo-labels relative to the ground truth. This progres-
sion, depicted from Epoch 1 to Epoch 150, validates our contribution towards
enhancing the certainty of pseudo-labels over time. The increase in green area
over successive epochs reflects the efficacy of our proposed gradient-based flow
pseudo-labels (see (1)), marking a significant departure from conventional semi-
supervised techniques that typically generate pseudo-labels directly from a deep
network. These results are further supported in Figure 2-(c), where the error
rates between our pseudo-labeling technique and those generated directly from
a deep network further emphasises our approach.

Ablation Label Rates and Type of Augmenters. In Figure 3-(a), our
technique demonstrates superior performance across varying label rates com-
pared to the Dual HG approach. Figure 3-(b) validates our hypothesis that learn-
ing policies at the hypergraph level can significantly outperform traditional data
augmentation methods. By introducing topological augmentations, our approach
creates novel pathways for information propagation within the hypergraph. This
leads to substantial improvements in error rates.
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4 Conclusion

Our work on semi-supervised hypergraph learning for multi-modal data show-
cases the strength of our novel bilevel optimisation framework and gradient-
driven flow. We have demonstrated superiority over existing methodologies, high-
lighting the significance of high-order topological augmentations in effectively
handling complex data structures. This confirms our assertion that strategic,
structure-focused enhancements are crucial for advancing the state of the art in
multi-modal hypergraph learning.
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