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A B S T R A C T

Unsupervised anomaly detection in brain imaging is challenging. In this paper, we
propose self-supervised masked mesh learning for unsupervised anomaly detection on
3D cortical surfaces. Our framework leverages the intrinsic geometry of the cortical
surface to learn a self-supervised representation that captures the underlying structure
of the brain. We introduce a masked mesh convolutional neural network (MMN) that
learns to predict masked regions of the cortical surface. By training the MMN on a large
dataset of healthy subjects, we learn a representation that captures the normal variation
in the cortical surface. We then use this representation to detect anomalies in unseen in-
dividuals by calculating anomaly scores based on the reconstruction error of the MMN.
We evaluated our framework by training on population-scale dataset UKB and HCP-
Aging and testing on two datasets of Alzheimer’s disease patients ADNI and OASIS3.
Our results show that our framework can detect anomalies in cortical thickness, corti-
cal volume, and cortical sulcus characteristics, which are known to be biomarkers of
Alzheimer’s disease. Our proposed framework provides a promising approach for un-
supervised anomaly detection based on normative variation of cortical features.

© 2025 Elsevier B. V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The detection of dementia through brain imaging has gar-
nered significant attention in recent years Ahmed et al. (2018);
Arvanitakis et al. (2019). Surface modeling of the cortex is cru-
cial to advance our understanding of neurological conditions
such as dementia Rosen et al. (2002); Brown et al. (2014).
The cerebral cortex, with its intricate folds and grooves, of-
fers a wealth of information that goes beyond what traditional
volumetric neuroimaging can provide Thomas et al. (2015);

∗Correspondence to: Calwerstraße 14, 72076 Tübingen, Germany.
E-mail addresses: chadyang.hc@gmail.com (H.-C. Yang),
dr.thomas.wolfers@gmail.com (T. Wolfers).

Grasby et al. (2020). By representing the 3D structure of the
cortical surface, researchers can capture detailed morpholog-
ical features such as cortical thickness, gyrification patterns,
and sulcal depthBlanc et al. (2015); Vuksanović et al. (2019);
Thompson et al. (2007). These features are crucial in iden-
tifying subtle anomalies that may signify the early stages of
dementia and cognitive decline Im et al. (2008); Tang et al.
(2021). Techniques such as cortical parcellation, surface recon-
struction, and mesh generation allow for precise modeling and
analysis of the cortical surface, enabling the detection of fine
structural changes that are often missed by broader volumetric
approaches. This cortex-based analysis is essential to develop
more reliable biomarkers and possibly improve early diagnosis
and intervention strategies. The advantages of cortical surface
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modeling lie in its ability to provide a rich set of geometric fea-
tures Darayi et al. (2022); Ma et al. (2022).

Most existing methods that model cortical alteration in dis-
ease Rallabandi et al. (2020); Shin et al. (2021); Pateria and Ku-
mar (2024), rely on supervised learning approaches applied to
neuroimaging data. However, these methods have limitations.
Firstly, supervised learning requires large patient and control
datasets, which can be challenging and costly to obtain and
impossible to obtain for rare diseases Decherchi et al. (2021);
dos Santos Vieira et al. (2022); Chen et al. (2023a). Further-
more, such approaches do not fully account for the heteroge-
neous manifestations of symptoms in different types of complex
disorders and diseases characterized by cognitive decline Knop-
man et al. (2003); Pike et al. (2022). Secondly, most machine
learning and deep learning methods focus on volumetric data
Brand et al. (2019); Zhang et al. (2022a); Yamanakkanavar et al.
(2020); Han et al. (2023), with limited exploration of cortical
surfaces. The cortical surface exhibits intricate morphological
patterns that could provide insight into brain structure and func-
tion. Therefore, leveraging an unsupervised approach to model
high-dimensional cortical surface data could facilitate the de-
tection of brain anomalies, aiding in the identification of novel
disease subtypes and enhancing generalization to new data and
populations without relying on labeled supervision.

In this study, we propose an analytical framework, Self-
Supervised Masked Mesh Learning for Unsupervised Anomaly
Detection on 3D Cortical Surfaces, for unsupervised detection
of dementia using cortical surface features. We utilized a pre-
text task of masked image modeling to learn representations of
cortical surface features in a self-supervised manner and em-
ployed a novel iterative masked anomaly detection algorithm
to discover deviations from those learned representations. We
validate our approach in various datasets with individuals diag-
nosed with dementia Petersen et al. (2010); LaMontagne et al.
(2019). Our experiments reveal that our framework can be used
to detect cortical anomalies with the following primary contri-
butions.

1. We introduced a method that learns high-dimensional ab-
stractions from cortical features for the unsupervised de-
tection of brain anomalies.

2. We demonstrated the effectiveness of our framework in
distinguishing dementia from healthy controls.

3. We highlight the capabilities of our framework to identify
key cortical regions involved in dementia, providing addi-
tional validation and confidence in our approach.

2. Related work

2.1. Unsupervised anomaly detection

Anomaly detection, a.k.a. outlier detection or novelty detec-
tion, is referred to as the process of detecting data instances
that significantly deviate from the reference. Unsupervised
anomaly detection (UAD) specifically aims to detect anoma-
lies by learning the distribution of the reference samples with-
out any labeled anomalies. This task is challenging. Clas-
sical approaches focus on using machine learning methods to

build a one-class classifier, such as the one-class support vec-
tor machine Schölkopf et al. (2001) Tax and Duin (2004). Other
methods include statistical models that estimate probability dis-
tributions over data points, common methods include Gaus-
sian mixture models Yang et al. (2009), linear regression Sat-
man (2013), Kernel Density Estimation Pavlidou and Zioutas
(2014), and histogram-based statistical models Goldstein and
Dengel (2012).

With the advancement of deep learning, the most recent work
develops neural networks for UAD tasks. Here, reconstruction-
based methods are one of the most widely used approaches.
These methods hypothesize that the networks trained in the
healthy reference distribution can only reconstruct an anomaly-
free distribution, leading to incomplete reconstruction for
anomalous data that were not seen during training. Several
common methods are proposed, such as (variational) Auto En-
coders An and Cho (2015); Zhou and Paffenroth (2017); Chen
et al. (2018); Gong et al. (2019), generative adversarial net-
works Sabuhi et al. (2021); Xia et al. (2022), and diffusion
models Wolleb et al. (2022); Pinaya et al. (2022); Zhang et al.
(2023). In addition to pixel reconstruction methods, some
methods also focus on feature reconstruction, where features
are extracted from pre-trained networks and then reconstructed
Rippel et al. (2021); Wan et al. (2022); Heckler et al. (2023).
By using a powerful pre-trained network as feature extractor,
these methods alleviates the need for training networks from
scratch with limited possible supervision. Other methods such
as memory matching utilize a memory component to store rep-
resentations of normal data during training. This stored infor-
mation is then used to identify anomalies in unseen data Park
et al. (2020); Huyan et al. (2022); Zhang et al. (2022b). How-
ever, while they are effective for complex data such as images
and time series by explicitly storing normal patterns, the size
and complexity of the memory bank can impact performance
and computational cost.

In contrast to the existing UAD methods developed for nat-
ural images, the field of medical imaging presents unique chal-
lenges, in terms of data variability and uncertainty of labels
Satizabal et al. (2019); Wolfers et al. (2021). Instead of aim-
ing for general and transferable models across different imag-
ing domains, personalized approaches are required for medical
imaging. In this study, we propose a simple self-supervised ob-
jective function to enable personalized unsupervised anomaly
detection specifically for cortical surfaces.

2.2. Anomaly Detection in Brain Images
UAD in brain images is a critical task in medical imaging,

as it can help identify abnormalities in the brain that may be
indicative of a disease or disorder. Several different modalities
of brain imaging are used in medical imaging, including struc-
tural magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), computed tomogra-
phy (CT), and positron emission tomography (PET). Each of
these modalities has its own strengths and weaknesses, and dif-
ferent modalities may be used depending on the specific clin-
ical question being addressed. For example, structural MRI is
often used to visualize the soft tissues of the brain. Bercea et al
Bercea et al. (2022), proposed an unsupervised deep convolu-
tional autoencoder for multiple sclerosis, vascular lesions, and
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Fig. 1. Our proposed Masked Mesh Net (MMN) framework.

low and high grade tumors / glioblastoma. Similarly, Luo et al
Luo et al. (2023) presented a three-dimensional deep autoen-
coder network using T2w volumes for the detection of glioblas-
toma, multiple sclerosis, and cerebral infarction. CT is better
suited for visualizing bone structures and is often used in cases
of head trauma or suspected skull fracture Sato et al. (2018);
Pinaya et al. (2022). PET imaging can be used to visualize
metabolic activity in the brain, which can be useful for detect-
ing areas of increased glucose metabolism in the brain, which
may be indicative of a tumor Baydargil et al. (2021); Solal et al.
(2024). Choi et al. Choi et al. (2019) explore the use of VAE
models for Alzheimer’s detection in brain PET images. How-
ever, the task of anomaly detection in brain images is challeng-
ing due to the complexity and variability of brain anatomy, and
learning a model from scratch with raw volumetric data can be
computationally expensive and usually results in unsatisfactory
performance. Therefore, to bridge the gap between traditional
neuroscience knowledge and anomaly detection, we propose a
self-supervised anomaly detection method using brain cortical
surface data, which has been shown to be a useful descriptor
in conventional brain imaging analysis Querbes et al. (2009);
Schwarz et al. (2016); Hagler Jr et al. (2019).

3. Methods

In this section we will detail how we used self-supervised
learning to train a deep model for unsupervised anomaly detec-

tion across cortical surfaces. We will first describe the data pre-
processing and model architecture, followed by self-supervised
masked training and unsupervised masked anomaly detection.

3.1. Data preprocessing
We first extract surface features from T1 MRI images us-

ing the Freesurfer recon-all pipeline (version 6.0) with de-
fault parameters. This process will generate 4 mesh features:
Curvature, Sulcus, Thickness, and Volume, with correspond-
ing Desikan-Killiany atlas Fischl (2012). Subsequently, we re-
tessellate all individual meshes using barycentric interpolation,
from their template resolution (163842 vertices) to a sixth-order
icosphere (40962 equally spaced vertices). We will also re-
tessellate the Desikan-Killiany atlas to the same resolution for
ROI-based inference during testing and evaluation. This step
reduces the size of the mesh to a more manageable size while
preserving the original surface features. Until now, we have
preprocessed the data into 3D cortical surface meshes, which
we will use for training and evaluation. Note that our method
will not require further registration or any atlas-based division.

3.2. Self-Supervised Masked Mesh Training
Masked Image Modeling Xie et al. (2022) for self-supervised

representation learning (SSL) reconstructs the randomly mask-
ing out portions of the input image and then trains the model to
reconstruct the original image from the visible regions. By solv-
ing this pretext task of reconstructing the missing regions, the



4 Given-name Surname et al. /Medical Image Analysis (2025)

model learns meaningful visual representations and has been
shown to be effective in various downstream tasks Hsu et al.
(2021); Chen et al. (2023b); Dong et al. (2024). We adapted this
idea to the mesh data domain and proposed a self-supervised
masked mesh training method for unsupervised anomaly detec-
tion on brain cortical surfaces. The model was trained to pre-
dict the masked patches based on the context of other visible
patches, which encouraged the model to learn the spatial rela-
tionships among different regions of the brain.

Given input mesh data X ∈ RC×40962, where C is the number
of channels (selected from extracted Freesurfer output: Curva-
ture, Sulcus, Thickness, Volume) we first randomly mask out
the M vertices and replace them with learned mask tokens to
obtain Xm. An encoder model fθ is then utilized to extract fea-
tures:

Zl+1 = f l
θ(Z

l), Z0 = Xm (1)

where l denotes the layer index and Zl is the output feature of
the l-th layer. The output features ZL ∈ RCL×D, where D is the
hidden feature dimension, will be used to predict the masked
patches. A context embedding vector VC of phenotypic infor-
mation of the subject padded from dimension 1×VC to CL×VC ,
where CL is the number of channels in the bottleneck layer of
the mesh, is additionally concatenated with the bottleneck fea-
ture ZL:

ZLC = ZL ⊕ VC (2)

where VC are the phenotypic features of the subject such as age
and gender. The masked vertices are then predicted through a
decoder model gϕ:

X̂m = gϕ(ZLC),∀m ∈ M (3)

where m denotes the embedding to the m-th masked vertices.
Finally, the parameters θ and ϕ were trained by minimizing the
ℓ1 loss between M predicted and ground-truth masked vertices:

L(θ, ϕ) =
1
|M|

∑
m∈M

|X̂m − Xm|1 (4)

To this point, we have provided the model with the masked
input data and the subject-level information, and the model is
trained to predict the masked vertices based on the context of
other visible vertices and subject-level phenotypic records. This
framework compelled the model to make predictions based on
spherical-spatial contextual information, encouraging the learn-
ing of complex natural patterns among brain cortical features.
We will now elaborate on how we utilized the trained model for
unsupervised anomaly detection.

3.3. Unsupervised Masked Anomaly Detection

After pre-training the encoder fθ and decoder gϕ using the
self-supervised masked mesh training method described in Sec-
tion 3.2, we apply it for unsupervised anomaly detection on new
data samples X. We propose a masked anomaly detection ap-
proach, as outlined in Algorithm 1. The core idea of this algo-
rithm is to mask the region of interest (ROI) in the input data
X and reconstruct the masked vertices based on the context of

Algorithm 1 Masked Anomaly Detection
Require:

1: Data samples X, phenotype embedding vector VC

2: encoder fθ, decoder gϕ,
3: number of ROIs=K

Ensure: Anomaly scores S (X).
4: for k = 1 to K do
5: Mask ROI k’s vertices in X to obtain Xk

m
6: Obtain reconstructions: x̂k

m ← gϕ( fθ(Xk
m),VC)

7: Compute the anomaly score: S (Xk) = ||xk
m − x̂k

m||1.
8: end for

other visible vertices. The final anomaly score S (X) is calcu-
lated as the distance ℓ1 between the original data and the cor-
responding reconstructed data. Since the model was trained to
predict the masked vertices based on the context of other visi-
ble vertices, a higher anomaly score will indicate a higher like-
lihood of the sample being anomalous compared to the train-
ing in healthy individuals. Moreover, instead of computing
the anomaly score for the entire brain as a whole, we compute
the anomaly score for each ROI in the Desikan-Killiany atlas.
During data preprocessing as described in Section 3.1, we re-
tessellate the Desikan-Killiany atlas to the same resolution as
the cortical surface meshes. Hence we are able to mask preciese
ROIs in vertices space and compute anomaly scores for each
ROI. This equivalently calculates a conditional anomaly score
given subject’s unmmasked brain regions with phenotypic in-
formation for each ROI, which automatically enable a Subject-
Level Adaptation during model inference without the need of
retraining the model. This allows us to identify specific brain
regions that are anomalous in the subject, which will improve
the reliability and interpretability of the model.

3.4. Model Architecture

Our model architecture is inspired by the work of Lei et al.Lei
et al. (2023). We adopt their vertex2vertex convolution and the
pooling / unpooling block as the fundamental building unit in
our U-NetRonneberger et al. (2015) like the encoder-decoder
architecture for MMN.

3.4.1. Vertex2Vertex Convolution
The vertex2vertex convolution is a composite operation de-

signed to effectively propagate information throughout the
mesh structure. It consists of two sequential steps: a ver-
tex2facet convolution followed by a facet2vertex convolution.
This two-step process allows for comprehensive feature learn-
ing that accounts for both local vertex properties and the geo-
metric relationships between vertices and their adjacent facets.

Vertex2Facet Convolution. The vertex2facet convolution ag-
gregates features from the vertices of a facet to compute a new
feature at the facet level. Given a facet with vertices v1, v2, v3
and their corresponding features h1, h2, h3, the facet feature g f

is computed as:

g f = F(
π

2
, 0)h1 + F(

π

2
,
π

2
)h2 + F(0, 0)h3 (5)
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where F(θ, ϕ) is a filter function modeled using spherical har-
monics. The angular arguments (θ, ϕ) are derived from the pro-
jected Barycentric coordinates of the vertices.

Facet2Vertex Convolution. Following the vertex2facet opera-
tion, the facet2vertex convolution propagates information from
the facets back to the vertices. For a vertex v with adjacent
facets N(v), the updated vertex feature gv is computed as:

gv =
1
|N(v)|

∑
f∈N(v)

F(θ f , ϕ f ) · h f (6)

Here, h f represents the features of facet f computed in the ver-
tex2facet step. The angles θ f and ϕ f are derived from the nor-
mal facet.

Filter Function. In both operations, the filter function F(θ, ϕ)
is defined using truncated spherical harmonics:

F(θ, ϕ) =
L∑

l=0

( l∑
m=1

almYm
l (θ, 0) cos(mϕ)

+

l∑
m=1

blmYm
l (θ, 0) sin(mϕ)

+ al0Y0
l (θ, ϕ)

)
(7)

where Ym
l are spherical harmonics, L is the maximum degree of

the spherical harmonics used, and alm, blm are learnable param-
eters. The vertex2vertex convolution, by combining these two
operations, allows for effective feature propagation across the
mesh structure while maintaining geometric awareness. This
makes it particularly suitable for learning hierarchical represen-
tations of 3D mesh data in our U-Net like architecture.

3.4.2. Mesh Pooling and Unpooling
For mesh pooling, we employ the GPU-accelerated mesh

decimation technique in Lei et al. (2023). The decimation pro-
cess reduces the number of vertices while preserving the mesh
structure. The pooling operation then aggregates features from
the original vertices to the decimated vertices.

Let VCluster be the information about the clustering of the
vertex from decimation. The max pooling operation for a clus-
ter C is defined as:

hC = max
v∈C

hv (8)

where hv are the features of vertex v in the original mesh.
For unpooling, we use the reverse mapping to propagate fea-

tures from the decimated mesh back to the original resolution:

hv = hC , ∀v ∈ C (9)

where hC is the feature of the cluster C in the decimated mesh.

3.4.3. Network Architecture
Our encoder consists of 2 vertex2vertex convolution blocks,

each followed by a mesh pooling operation:

Hl+1 = Pool(ConV2Vl2(ConV2Vl1(Hl))) (10)

where Hl are the features at layer l, ConV2V is the ver-
tex2vertex convolution, and Pool is the mesh pooling operation.

The decoder mirrors this structure, using vertex2vertex con-
volution blocks followed by mesh unpooling operations:

Hl−1 = ConV2Vl2(ConV2Vl1(Unpool(Hl))) (11)

By combining the strengths of the vertex2vertex convolution
with the proven effectiveness of the U-Net architecture, our
model is well-suited for learning complex spatial relationships
in cortical surfaces.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

4.1.1. Dataset
Table 1 summarizes the demographics of all datasets used

in the experiments. For self-supervised model training, we
compose a dataset of 20083 subjects from the UKBMiller
et al. (2016) and HCP AgingBookheimer et al. (2019) datasets.
Specifically, we excluded subjects in UKB dataset by the ex-
clusion criteria: 1) subjects with missing age or gender 2)
subjects with neurologic or psychiatric conditions in ICD-10
codes: [’A8’, ’B20’, ’B21’, ’B22’, ’B23’, ’B24’, ’B65-B83’,
’C’, ’F’, ’G’, ’I6’, ’Q0’,’S04’, ’S06’, ’S07’, ’S08’, ’S09’, ’T36-
T46’, ’T48-T50’] 3) subjects with obvious neurological imag-
ing defects in ICD-10 codes: [’C70’, ’C71’, ’C72’, ’F2’, ’F31’,
’F7’, ’G’, ’I6’, ’Q0’, ’R90’, ’R940’, ’S01’, ’S02’, ’S03’, ’S04’,
’S05’, ’S06’, ’S07’, ’S08’, ’S09’] This healthy control dataset is
further divided into 60/40 ratio with equally distributed gender
and age as training and validation set respectively. To verify
our proposed unsupervised anomaly detection framework, we
further organize a test set from two different sources for verifi-
cation. The first one is the ADNIPetersen et al. (2010) dataset,
which contains 198 subjects with 51 AD patients. The ADNI
was launched in 2003 as a public-private partnership, led by
Principal Investigator Michael W. Weiner, MD. The primary
goal of ADNI has been to test whether serial magnetic reso-
nance imaging (MRI), positron emission tomography (PET),
other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological
assessment can be combined to measure the progression of
mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and early Alzheimer’s dis-
ease (AD). The second one is the OASIS3LaMontagne et al.
(2019) dataset, which contains 925 subjects with 175 AD pa-
tients. By combing these two datasets, we eventually have a test
set of 1123 subjects with 226 subjects diagnosised as AD. Our
model will first trained and validated on the training and vali-
dation set, and then evaluated on the labeled test set to verify
the anomaly detection capability. All subjects with a median-
centered absolute Euler number greater than 25 during prepro-
cesing were excluded, as these were found to be of poor quality
Kia et al. (2022). Fig. 2 illustrates the overall data pipeline used
in the experiments.

4.1.2. Training and Evaluation Details
In our experiments all methods were trained on the training

set and underwent hyperparameter searches using the validation
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Table 1. Demographics of the datasets used in the study.
Training Set

Dataset # Subjects # Patients Age (mean±std) Gender (M/F)

UKBMiller et al. (2016) 11709 - 63.33 ± 7.43 5427 / 6282
HCP AgingBookheimer et al. (2019) 342 - 56.79 ± 13.74 148 / 194

Validation Set

UKBMiller et al. (2016) 7806 - 63.44 ± 7.47 3598 / 4208
HCP AgingBookheimer et al. (2019) 226 - 58.04 ± 14.66 93 / 133

Test Set

ADNIPetersen et al. (2010) 198 AD (51) 75.49 ± 7.13 96 / 102
OASIS3LaMontagne et al. (2019) 925 AD (175) 69.54 ± 9.55 527 / 398

Training Dataset
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Fig. 2. Data pipeline for unsupervised anomaly detection.

set. The best model was then evaluated on the held-out test set
to prevent information leakage. Several hyperparameters were
searched according to the original paper: number of masked
patches in training M = 50% of total vertices, degree of spher-
ical harmonics L = 3, encoder channels searched among ([16,
32, 64, 128], [32, 64, 96, 128], [32, 64, 128, 256]), convolu-
tion stride set as [2, 2, 2, 2], and learning rate searched among
([1e-3, 1e-4]). All models were trained using the AdamW opti-
mizer with a cosine annealing scheduler and early stopping with
a maximum of 50 epochs. The loss function ℓ1 was utilized as
an objective function and evaluation metric for model selection.
The model was trained on two NVIDIA A100 GPU with 80GB
of memory. The training time was approximately 6 hours for
each model. The code implemented in PyTorch will be made
available upon publication.

4.2. Unsupervised Anomaly Detection Results
To validate the effectiveness of our proposed self-supervised

masked mesh learning framework for unsupervised anomaly
detection, we calculated anomaly scores for all ROIs of each
subject in both ADNI and OASIS3 datasets. These scores
were then used to classify subjects into normal and abnormal
(Alzheimer’s Disease) groups. We used one-way ANOVA to
evaluate the differences between these groups, followed by the
Benjamini-Hochberg procedure1 for the correction of multiple

1The Benjamini-Hochberg procedure was implemented using statsmodels
Seabold and Perktold (2010).

p-value tests. We plotted the Effect Size (Eta Squared, η2) for
all regions with corrected p-values2 < 0.05. Figures 3 summa-
rize these results. Several key findings emerged:

1. Among the four cortical features examined, cortical thick-
ness (Thickness in both figures) proved to be the most ef-
fective for anomaly detection. This aligns with the exist-
ing literature that identified cortical thickness as a sensi-
tive biomarker of AD Querbes et al. (2009); Schwarz et al.
(2016); Holbrook et al. (2020); Longhurst et al. (2023).
Furthermore, the left hemisphere generally demonstrated
higher sensitivity in detecting anomalies compared to the
right hemisphere.

2. Several cortical regions consistently showed effectiveness
in anomaly detection in both datasets:

• Left hemisphere cortical thickness: superior frontal,
precentral, and transverse temporal regions

• Right hemisphere cortical thickness: precentral re-
gions

• Left hemisphere cortical sulcus: fusiform, postcen-
tral and parahippocampal regions

• Right hemisphere cortical sulcus: supramarginal re-
gion

• Left hemisphere cortical volume: lateral or-
bitofrontal, rostral middle frontal, and pars triangu-
laris regions

• Right hemisphere cortical volume: lateral or-
bitofrontal and pars triangularis regions

These regions have previously been associated with AD
in various studies Ikonomovic et al. (2007); Hallam et al.
(2020); Du et al. (2023); Salat et al. (2009); Devanand
et al. (2012); Leandrou et al. (2020); Yeung et al. (2021).

In conclusion, these results demonstrate the efficacy of our pro-
posed self-supervised masked mesh learning framework in de-
tecting anomalies associated with AD patients.

5. Discussion

This study introduces a novel self-supervised masked mesh
learning (MMN) framework for unsupervised anomaly detec-
tion on 3D cortical surfaces. This efficient approach learns
representations of normal cortical structure variability from
healthy reference datasets, including the UKB Miller et al.
(2016) and HCP-Aging Harms et al. (2018); Bookheimer et al.
(2019) datasets, by predicting masked regions of the cortical
surface. The anomaly detection in unseen participants is then
performed by calculating reconstruction errors from the MMN,
offering a generalizable method for individual-level analysis.
While previous studies have focused on supervised learning
approaches for detecting cortical anomalies Rallabandi et al.

2Detailed p-values are available in the supporting documents/multimedia
tab.
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Fig. 3. Unsupervised anomaly detection result in test set.

(2020); Shin et al. (2021); Pateria and Kumar (2024), our self-
supervised MMN framework provides a more flexible and scal-
able approach that does not require labeled data, making it suit-
able for rare diseases and complex disorders characterized by
cognitive decline Decherchi et al. (2021); dos Santos Vieira
et al. (2022); Chen et al. (2023a); Knopman et al. (2003); Pike
et al. (2022). Our method leverages the rich geometric features
of the cortical surface to detect subtle structural changes that
may signify the early stages of dementia and cognitive decline
Im et al. (2008); Tang et al. (2021); Blanc et al. (2015); Vuk-
sanović et al. (2019); Thompson et al. (2007). By focusing on
the cortical surface, our method successfully identified anoma-
lies in cortical thickness, volume, and sulcal features, align-
ing with known patterns in Alzheimer’s disease Schwarz et al.
(2016); Chandra et al. (2019); Holbrook et al. (2020). This
highlights the potential of our approach to detect subtle mor-
phological deviations related to neurological and age-related
conditions. We focus on Alzheimer’s disease because early de-
tection of subtle changes in brain structure and function is cru-
cial to understanding the onset and progression of the disease
Filippi et al. (2020); Ferrari and Sorbi (2021); Leonardsen et al.
(2024).

Alzheimer’s disease is characterized by progressive neurode-
generation, leading to changes in cortical thickness, volume,
and other structural features. Effective anomaly detection can
reveal early biomarkers, track disease progression, and support
timely diagnosis and intervention Rasmussen and Langerman
(2019); Porsteinsson et al. (2021); Vogel and Hansson (2022).

Therefore, integrating anomaly detection methods holds signif-
icant promise in improving diagnostic precision and advanc-
ing personalized treatment Reitz (2016); Hampel et al. (2019);
Therriault et al. (2024). We evaluated our method using data
from the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI)
and the Open Access Series of Imaging Studies (OASIS3), both
of which provide extensive biomarker data for training and val-
idation. Our results demonstrate robust associations with the
disease, improving our understanding of cortical changes in var-
ious stages of abnormal aging.

5.1. Limitations

Cortical anomalies, although indicative, are not the only
markers of Alzheimer’s Disease Blennow and Zetterberg
(2018). It also involves significant changes in subcortical struc-
tures and cellular processes that are not captured by our current
method or readily detectable with current imaging technology.
Although our framework is optimized for cortical anomalies, it
could be adapted to incorporate other features based on mesh
preprocessed data Schwartz et al. (2023); Demirci et al. (2023);
Kalantar-Hormozi et al. (2023), extending its applicability. Fur-
thermore, incorporating cognitive functions closely related to
cortical regions, such as language and executive function, could
provide further insight as to the meaning that cortical abnor-
malities hold in the context of cortical functions. This flexi-
ble framework could be extended to various data sources, of-
fering a comprehensive approach to studying cortical and cog-
nitive changes in Alzheimer’s disease and other neurological
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and psychiatric conditions involving abnormal cortical func-
tion. Our reliance on reconstruction error as the primary met-
ric for anomaly detection may present limitations, as it might
not fully capture subtle or complex anomalies on the cortical
surfaces Darayi et al. (2022); Schwartz et al. (2023). Recon-
struction error measures the discrepancy between the original
and reconstructed data, which is useful for identifying obvious
deviations from the norm. However, subtle or intricate anoma-
lies, which might be indicative of early or nuanced pathologi-
cal changes, may not significantly affect the overall reconstruc-
tion error or anomalies that are spread over space Lamballais
et al. (2020); Demirci et al. (2023). This limitation suggests
that, while the reconstruction error is a valuable metric, it may
not be sufficient on its own for a comprehensive detection of
all types of anomalies. As our work is focused on cortical sur-
faces, future research should explore additional metrics and an-
alytical approaches that can complement the reconstruction er-
ror. Metrics such as feature-based similarity measures, statisti-
cal outlier detection, or domain-specific anomaly scores could
help identify subtle or complex anomalies in future Tschuchnig
and Gadermayr (2022). Finally, our approach demands signif-
icant computational resources, potentially limiting accessibil-
ity for research groups with limited high-performance comput-
ing infrastructure and memory. However, we share our mod-
els with other scientists and after training the computational re-
quirements are limited and can be executed on a local machine.

5.2. Future Directions
In future work we intend to investigate the development of

the cortex throughout the entire life of the brain, rather than
focus solely on aging. By incorporating a lifespan reference
dataset that spans different life stages, from childhood through
adulthood to late age, we can develop a framework that can
detect anomalies conditional on different life stages to facili-
tate our understanding of cortical changes and their implica-
tions for various developmental and degenerative conditions.
This approach will enable us to model the development of the
cortex over the lifespan and improves the accuracy of anomaly
detection and increases the availability of advanced modeling
techniques in this research area. In general, our self-supervised
masked mesh learning framework represents an advancement in
unsupervised anomaly detection for brain surfaces, opening up
new research and clinical applications to understand a diverse
set of cortical anomalies. Furthermore, it is essential to expand
our research to include other types of neurological and psychi-
atric disorders, such as schizophrenia. Schizophrenia, which
often appears in the late teens to early twenties, presents dis-
tinct neuroanatomical and functional abnormalities that are not
fully captured by data sets primarily focused on aging Kalantar-
Hormozi et al. (2023); Schwartz et al. (2023). This expansion
would allow us to tailor and validate our self-supervised masked
mesh learning framework to detect anomalies associated with
other medical conditions Banaj et al. (2023); Yang et al. (2024).
By adapting our approach to account for these early-onset con-
ditions, we can enhance the model’s ability to identify and dif-
ferentiate between various types of brain abnormalities across
a broader range of neurological and mental disorders. Under-
standing how these disorders manifest in different life stages

and how they affect brain structures differently from conditions
like Alzheimer’s disease would provide a more comprehensive
view of the development of these saver medical conditions.

6. Conclusion

This paper tackles the complex challenge of UAD on the
cortical surfaces of the human brain by presenting an innova-
tive self-supervised masked mesh learning framework tailored
specifically for 3D cortical surfaces. Traditional methods in
anomaly detection often struggle with the high dimensionality
and intricate geometry of cortical surfaces. To address this, our
framework leverages the unique intrinsic geometry of the cor-
tical surface, utilizing a masked mesh convolutional neural net-
work designed to predict masked regions and effectively cap-
ture normal variations. This approach allows the model to learn
from a large dataset of healthy subjects, enabling it to distin-
guish between typical and atypical features based on observed
patterns of cortical morphology. The framework’s effectiveness
was rigorously validated through its application to Alzheimer’s
disease, a condition known for its distinct impact on cortical
structures. Our method demonstrated a robust ability to identify
anomalies in various cortical features, including thickness, vol-
ume, and sulcus patterns, which are critical for understanding
Alzheimer’s disease. By comparing detected anomalies with
known pathological changes, the framework validated its ca-
pacity to uncover subtle deviations linked to the disease. In
general, our self-supervised masked mesh learning framework
represents a significant advance in the field of brain imaging and
anomaly detection. It introduces a novel approach to harnessing
the geometric properties of cortical surfaces for the improved
detection of abnormalities. The framework not only improves
the accuracy of detecting cortical anomalies but also paves the
way for further research into its application across different neu-
rological conditions, potentially leading to more refined diag-
nostic tools and a deeper understanding of the developmental
and degenerative diseases of the cortex.
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dos Santos Vieira, B., Bernabé, C.H., Zhang, S., Abaza, H., Benis, N., Cámara,
A., Cornet, R., Le Cornec, C.M., ’t Hoen, P.A., Schaefer, F., et al., 2022.
Towards fairification of sensitive and fragmented rare disease patient data:
challenges and solutions in european reference network registries. Orphanet
journal of rare diseases 17, 436.

Satizabal, C.L., Adams, H.H., Hibar, D.P., White, C.C., Knol, M.J., Stein, J.L.,
Scholz, M., Sargurupremraj, M., Jahanshad, N., Roshchupkin, G.V., et al.,
2019. Genetic architecture of subcortical brain structures in 38,851 individ-
uals. Nature genetics 51, 1624–1636.

Satman, M.H., 2013. A new algorithm for detecting outliers in linear regression.
International Journal of statistics and Probability 2, 101.

Sato, D., Hanaoka, S., Nomura, Y., Takenaga, T., Miki, S., Yoshikawa, T.,
Hayashi, N., Abe, O., 2018. A primitive study on unsupervised anomaly
detection with an autoencoder in emergency head ct volumes, in: Medical
Imaging 2018: Computer-Aided Diagnosis, SPIE. pp. 388–393.

Schölkopf, B., Platt, J.C., Shawe-Taylor, J., Smola, A.J., Williamson, R.C.,
2001. Estimating the support of a high-dimensional distribution. Neural
computation 13, 1443–1471.

Schwartz, E., Nenning, K.H., Heuer, K., Jeffery, N., Bertrand, O.C., Toro, R.,
Kasprian, G., Prayer, D., Langs, G., 2023. Evolution of cortical geometry
and its link to function, behaviour and ecology. Nature communications 14,
2252.

Schwarz, C.G., Gunter, J.L., Wiste, H.J., Przybelski, S.A., Weigand, S.D.,
Ward, C.P., Senjem, M.L., Vemuri, P., Murray, M.E., Dickson, D.W., et al.,
2016. A large-scale comparison of cortical thickness and volume methods
for measuring alzheimer’s disease severity. NeuroImage: Clinical 11, 802–
812.

Seabold, S., Perktold, J., 2010. statsmodels: Econometric and statistical mod-
eling with python, in: 9th Python in Science Conference.

Shin, N.Y., Bang, M., Yoo, S.W., Kim, J.S., Yun, E., Yoon, U., Han, K., Ahn,
K.J., Lee, S.K., 2021. Cortical thickness from mri to predict conversion
from mild cognitive impairment to dementia in parkinson disease: a machine
learning–based model. Radiology 300, 390–399.

Solal, M., Hassanaly, R., Burgos, N., 2024. Leveraging healthy population
variability in deep learning unsupervised anomaly detection in brain fdg pet,
in: Medical Imaging 2024: Image Processing, SPIE. pp. 359–365.

Tang, H., Liu, T., Liu, H., Jiang, J., Cheng, J., Niu, H., Li, S., Brodaty, H.,
Sachdev, P., Wen, W., 2021. A slower rate of sulcal widening in the brains
of the nondemented oldest old. Neuroimage 229, 117740.



Given-name Surname et al. /Medical Image Analysis (2025) 11

Tax, D.M., Duin, R.P., 2004. Support vector data description. Machine learning
54, 45–66.

Therriault, J., Schindler, S.E., Salvadó, G., Pascoal, T.A., Benedet, A.L., Ash-
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