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Abstract. Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) is a progressive neurodegenerative
disorder that poses significant diagnostic challenges due to its complex
etiology. Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) have shown promise
in modeling brain connectivity for AD diagnosis, yet their reliance on
linear transformations limits their ability to capture intricate nonlinear
patterns in neuroimaging data. To address this, we propose GCN-KAN,
a novel single-modal framework that integrates Kolmogorov-Arnold Net-
works (KAN) into GCNs to enhance both diagnostic accuracy and inter-
pretability. Leveraging structural MRI data, our model employs learn-
able spline-based transformations to better represent brain region inter-
actions. Evaluated on the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative
(ADNI) dataset, GCN-KAN outperforms traditional GCNs by 4–8 %
in classification accuracy while providing interpretable insights into key
brain regions associated with AD. This approach offers a robust and
explainable tool for early AD diagnosis.
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1 Introduction

Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) is a leading cause of dementia, characterized by pro-
gressive memory loss and cognitive decline[1]. Early and accurate diagnosis is
critical for effective intervention, yet traditional machine learning methods of-
ten rely on handcrafted features from neuroimaging data, such as structural
MRI, which fail to fully capture the topological complexity of brain networks[12].
Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) have emerged as a powerful approach
to model brain connectivity by representing regions of interest (ROIs) as nodes
and their interactions as edges. However, conventional GCNs employ fixed lin-
ear transformations, which may inadequately represent the nonlinear dynamics
underlying AD pathology [22,23,16,6].

To overcome this limitation, we introduce GCN-KAN, a hybrid model that
integrates Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks (KAN) into a GCN framework [7,18].
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KAN replaces linear weight matrices with learnable spline-based functions, en-
hancing the model’s flexibility to capture complex relationships within single-
modal MRI data. Our contributions are threefold:

– We propose GCN-KAN as a novel single-modal approach for AD diagnosis,
leveraging MRI-derived brain connectivity.

– Our model achieves a 4–8 % improvement in classification accuracy over
traditional GCNs.

– We enhance interpretability by identifying critical brain regions and connec-
tivity patterns linked to AD, validated against established clinical findings.

2 Related Work

2.1 Graph Neural Networks for Neuroimaging

Graph Convolutional Networks (GCNs) have become a cornerstone in model-
ing brain connectivity for neurological disorders, leveraging graph structures to
represent regions of interest (ROIs) as nodes and their interactions as edges
[14,11]. Kipf and Welling formalized the GCN framework, where the convolution
operation aggregates features from neighboring nodes [8]. For a graph with ad-
jacency matrix A ∈ RN×N (where N is the number of nodes) and feature matrix
X ∈ RN×F (where F is the feature dimension), the GCN layer is defined as:

H(l+1) = σ
(
D̃− 1

2 ÃD̃− 1
2H(l)W (l)

)
(1)

Here, H(l) is the node feature matrix at layer l, Ã = A+ I is the adjacency
matrix with self-loops, D̃ is the degree matrix of Ã, W (l) ∈ RF (l)×F (l+1)

is a
learnable weight matrix, and σ is a nonlinear activation function (e.g., ReLU).
This formulation propagates information linearly across graph edges, effectively
capturing spatial dependencies in brain networks.

In Alzheimer’s disease (AD) research, Zhou et al. applied GCNs in a multi-
modal setting, integrating MRI, PET, and genetic data to predict clinical scores
[22]. Their sparse interpretable GCN introduced feature importance probabilities
PX ∈ RN×D and edge importance probabilities PA ∈ RN×N , defined as:

PAij
= σ

(
vT [xi ⊙ pi ∥ xj ⊙ pj ]

)
(2)

where v is a learnable parameter, xi and pi are the feature vector and impor-
tance probability for node i, and ⊙ denotes element-wise multiplication. While
effective, their multi-modal approach increases complexity, whereas single-modal
GCNs using MRI data alone remain underexplored due to their limited nonlin-
earity.

Furthermore, the limitations of traditional GCNs lie in their reliance on fixed
linear transformations, which constrain their ability to capture complex and
nonlinear relationships inherent in brain connectivity data. Recent studies have
attempted to address this by introducing attention mechanisms or dynamic edge



weighting strategies. For instance, Hong et al [3]. proposed an adaptive graph
attention mechanism that dynamically learns edge weights during training, en-
hancing the model’s flexibility. However, such approaches often lead to increased
model complexity and reduced interpretability. Hence, there is a pressing need
for a method that enhances expressiveness while maintaining interpretability.

2.2 Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks (KAN)

Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks (KANs), proposed by Liu et al., draw from the
Kolmogorov-Arnold representation theorem, which states that any multivariate
continuous function can be expressed as a composition of univariate functions
[9]. Unlike traditional neural networks with fixed linear transformations (e.g.,
Wx + b), KANs replace weight matrices with learnable spline-based functions.
For an input x ∈ RN×F , a KAN layer approximates the transformation as:

yi =

F∑
j=1

ϕi,j(xj), ϕi,j(t) =

G∑
k=1

ci,j,kBk(t) (3)

where yi is the i-th output feature, ϕi,j is a univariate spline function for input
feature j, Bk(t) are basis functions (e.g., B-splines) over a grid of size G, and
ci,j,k are trainable coefficients. This spline-based approach introduces adaptive
nonlinearity, enabling KANs to model complex patterns more effectively than
linear layers.

In neuroimaging, KANs have not been extensively applied, yet their flexibility
suggests potential for capturing nonlinear brain region interactions beyond GCN
capabilities. Existing studies like Kiamari et al. [7] and Zhang et al. [18] have
demonstrated the effectiveness of KANs in complex pattern recognition tasks,
but applications in neuroimaging remain limited. Our work bridges this gap by
integrating KAN into GCNs, enhancing both expressiveness and interoperability
while maintaining a single-modality framework. This integration offers a novel
approach to capturing nuanced interactions within brain connectivity data.

3 Methodology

3.1 Graph Construction

We construct brain connectivity graphs using structural MRI data from the
ADNI dataset [10], processed to extract 90 ROIs based on the Automated
Anatomical Labeling (AAL) atlas. Each node corresponds to an ROI, with fea-
tures X ∈ RN×F (where N = 90, F = 1) derived from voxel-based morphometry
(VBM), capturing gray matter volume changes—a known biomarker of AD. The
adjacency matrix A ∈ R90×90 is computed as:

Ai,j =

{
corr(xi, xj) if |corr(xi, xj)| > τ,

0 otherwise,
(4)



where corr(xi, xj) is the Pearson correlation coefficient between ROI features xi

and xj , and τ = 0.1 is a threshold to retain significant connections. This spar-
sity reduces noise and computational complexity while preserving biologically
meaningful edges [15].

3.2 GCN-KAN Architecture

The GCN-KAN model integrates GCN layers for spatial dependency modeling
with KAN layers for enhanced nonlinearity (see Fig. 1). For an input graph
G = (X,A), the architecture processes features as follows:

– GCN Layers: Two GCNConv layers propagate features across the graph.
The first layer transforms the input X to a hidden representation:

H(1) = ReLU
(
D̃− 1

2 ÃD̃− 1
2XW (1)

)
, (5)

where W (1) ∈ R1×32 is the weight matrix, and Ã = A+ I, D̃ are defined as
in Eq. (1). The second GCN layer further refines features:

H(2) = ReLU
(
D̃− 1

2 ÃD̃− 1
2H(1)W (2)

)
, (6)

where W (2) ∈ R32×32.
– KAN Layers: Two KANLayer modules enhance nonlinearity. For input

H(l) from a GCN layer, the KAN transformation is:

H
(l+1)
i =

32∑
j=1

G∑
k=1

ci,j,k max(0, H
(l)
j − gk), (7)

where G = 10 is the grid size, gk = k/G (for k = 0, 1, . . . , G − 1) are grid
points, and ci,j,k are trainable coefficients. Inputs are normalized to [0, 1]
via H(l) = (H(l) −H

(l)
min)/(H

(l)
max −H

(l)
min + ϵ), with ϵ = 10−8.

– Pooling and Classification: Global max-pooling aggregates node features:

Z = max
i=1,...,N

H
(3)
i , (8)

where H(3) is the output of the second KAN layer. A fully connected layer
outputs class logits:

ŷ = ZW (4) + b, (9)

where W (4) ∈ R32×2 and b ∈ R2.

Dropout (0.2) is applied after each KAN layer to regularize the model.



Fig. 1: Overview of the GCN-KAN architecture, showing GCN and KAN layer
integration.

3.3 Training and Interpretability

Training minimizes the cross-entropy loss:

L = − 1

M

M∑
m=1

[ym log(ŷm) + (1− ym) log(1− ŷm)] , (10)

where M is the batch size, ym is the true label, and ŷm is the predicted prob-
ability (softmax of Eq. (9)). Optimization uses Adam (learning rate=0.0005,
weight_decay=1e-4) with mixed precision training (torch.cuda.amp). Early stop-
ping (patience=50) and a ReduceLROnPlateau scheduler (patience=20) ensure
convergence. For interpretability, we compute ROI importance scores as:

Si =
1

32

32∑
j=1

G∑
k=1

|ci,j,k|, (11)

identifying regions with the greatest influence on predictions via spline contri-
butions.

4 Experimental Setup

4.1 Dataset

The dataset utilized in this study is a subset of the Alzheimer’s Disease Neu-
roimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset, comprising a total of 134 subjects. The
subjects were categorized into three distinct groups. The first group consisted
of 45 subjects who were clinically diagnosed with Alzheimer’s Disease (AD).



The second group included 46 subjects identified as having Mild Cognitive Im-
pairment (MCI), a transitional stage between normal cognition and Alzheimer’s
Disease. The third group comprised 43 cognitively normal (CN) control subjects
who exhibited no signs of cognitive impairment. All structural MRI scans were
processed using FreeSurfer, where voxel-based morphometry (VBM) features
were extracted for 90 predefined regions of interest (ROIs) based on the Auto-
mated Anatomical Labeling (AAL) atlas [13]. Each subject’s features, alongside
adjacency matrices representing the brain connectivity graph, were saved in ‘.pt‘
files for subsequent model input [17].

Given the relatively limited sample size, we employed a 5-fold cross-validation
approach [2]. This strategy ensured that every subject contributed to both train-
ing and validation phases, thereby enhancing the robustness and reliability of
the evaluation process.

4.2 Implementation Details

The model training was configured with meticulous attention to detail, ensuring
optimal performance. Each batch comprised 32 samples to maintain computa-
tional efficiency while enabling robust gradient updates. The Adam optimizer
was selected due to its adaptive learning rate properties, with an initial learn-
ing rate set to 0.0005 [4]. To prevent overfitting, a weight decay regularization
parameter of 1× 10−4 was applied.

To further mitigate overfitting, a dropout rate of 0.2 was applied after each
KAN layer, introducing stochasticity and encouraging model generalization. The
training process leveraged mixed precision techniques, utilizing PyTorch’s ‘auto-
cast‘ and ‘GradScaler‘ to maximize GPU memory utilization and computational
speed.

To ensure adaptive learning during training, a ‘ReduceLROnPlateau‘ learn-
ing rate scheduler was implemented, dynamically reducing the learning rate when
the validation performance plateaued, with a patience of 20 epochs. Additionally,
early stopping was employed with a patience of 50 epochs. This approach halted
training once the model’s performance ceased to improve on the validation set,
thereby reducing unnecessary computations and mitigating overfitting risks.

4.3 Accuracy Calculation

Model accuracy was computed using the standard classification formula:

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
, (12)

where TP (True Positives) represents the correctly predicted positive samples,
TN (True Negatives) are correctly predicted negative samples, FP (False Posi-
tives) are incorrectly predicted positive samples, and FN (False Negatives) are
incorrectly predicted negative samples [5].



4.4 AUC-ROC Calculation

The Area Under the Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve (AUC-ROC) is
a critical metric for evaluating binary classification models. The ROC curve is
a graphical plot illustrating the diagnostic ability of a classifier by plotting the
True Positive Rate (TPR) against the False Positive Rate (FPR) at various
threshold settings [21,20]. The AUC quantifies the overall ability of the model to
distinguish between classes, with a score of 1 indicating perfect discrimination
and 0.5 representing random guessing.

TPR =
TP

TP + FN
, FPR =

FP

FP + TN
. (13)

4.5 F1-Score Calculation

The F1-Score is a harmonic mean of precision and recall, providing a balanced
measure that accounts for both false positives and false negatives. It is particu-
larly useful when the class distribution is imbalanced [19].

The precision and recall are defined as follows:

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
, Recall =

TP

TP + FN
, (14)

and the F1-Score is computed as:

F1-Score = 2× Precision × Recall
Precision + Recall

. (15)

This calculation ensures that the model’s performance is not biased by the
majority class and provides a more reliable evaluation metric in imbalanced
datasets.

5 Results and Analysis

5.1 Classification Performance

After each fold of the cross-validation, we meticulously recorded the metrics
including accuracy, AUC-ROC, and F1-Score. These results were averaged across
the 5 folds to ensure a robust and unbiased performance evaluation. The final
averaged results indicated that the GCN-KAN model achieved an accuracy of
62.6% with a standard deviation of ±1.8%, demonstrating a 5.2% improvement
over the baseline GCN model. The AUC-ROC score was recorded as 64.1%
(±1.5%), and the F1-Score was 0.60 (±0.02).



Table 1: Performance comparison on the ADNI dataset (mean ± std across 5
folds).

Model Accuracy AUC-ROC F1-Score

GCN 57.4% ±2.2% 60.3% ±2.0% 0.59 ±0.02
GCN-KAN 62.6% ±1.8% 64.1% ±1.5% 0.60 ±0.02

5.2 Learning Curve Analysis

To further evaluate the model’s training dynamics, we analyzed the learning
curves of both the GCN and GCN-KAN models. Figures 2 and 3 illustrate the
training and validation loss trends across epochs.

The GCN model showed early convergence but exhibited higher validation
loss, indicating potential overfitting. In contrast, the GCN-KAN model demon-
strated smoother convergence and lower validation loss, highlighting its better
generalization capability.

Fig. 2: Training and validation loss curves for the GCN model.

5.3 Interpretability Analysis

Through the analysis of the KAN layer activations, we identified the hippocam-
pus, parietal gyrus, and amygdala as the most salient regions contributing to
model predictions. Their respective normalized importance scores were 0.65,
0.61, and 0.60.

These findings align with established neurological research, where the hip-
pocampus is closely associated with memory formation, the parietal gyrus with
spatial cognition, and the amygdala with emotional processing. Disruption in
these regions is a hallmark of Alzheimer’s Disease progression.



Fig. 3: Training and validation loss curves for the GCN-KAN model.

To visually demonstrate these findings, Figure 4 highlights the salient ROIs
identified by the GCN-KAN model. The intensity of the color in the visualization
corresponds to the importance score of each ROI, where brighter colors indicate
higher importance.
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Salient ROIs Identified by GCN-KAN

Fig. 4: Visualization of salient ROIs identified by GCN-KAN. The color intensity
reflects the relative importance of each region, with brighter colors indicating
higher importance.



6 Conclusion and Future Work

In conclusion, the integration of Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks into the GCN
framework provided significant improvements in both classification accuracy and
interpretability. The proposed GCN-KAN model achieved a robust 5.2% increase
in accuracy over the baseline GCN model. Additionally, the model exhibited en-
hanced interpretability by identifying salient ROIs critical to Alzheimer’s Disease
progression.

However, this study is not without limitations. Firstly, the dataset size was
relatively limited, which may constrain the model’s generalization to broader
populations. Secondly, the current study focuses solely on structural MRI data,
which, while informative, may overlook complementary biomarkers available in
other modalities such as PET imaging or genetic data. Additionally, the spline-
based transformation, while enhancing model flexibility, introduced additional
computational complexity that could affect scalability in large-scale clinical ap-
plications.

Future research will address these limitations by pursuing several directions.
Firstly, we aim to expand the dataset by incorporating a larger and more di-
verse cohort to improve model robustness. Secondly, integrating multi-modal
data sources, including PET scans and cognitive assessments, could enrich the
feature space and further enhance diagnostic accuracy. Thirdly, optimizing the
computational efficiency of the GCN-KAN framework is essential for potential
real-time clinical deployment. This may involve exploring model compression
techniques or optimizing hardware utilization. Lastly, longitudinal studies will
be conducted to assess the model’s robustness over time and across different
stages of disease progression.

Overall, this study provides a foundational step towards developing more
accurate and interpretable diagnostic models for Alzheimer’s Disease. By ad-
dressing the identified limitations and pursuing future research directions, we
aspire to advance the field of neuroimaging-based diagnosis and contribute to
more effective clinical decision-making.
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