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ABSTRACT: Dementia is a neurological disorder that affects the brain and its functioning, and women experience
its effects more than men do. Preventive care often requires non-invasive and rapid tests, yet conventional diagnostic
techniques are time-consuming and invasive. One of the most effective ways to diagnose dementia is by analyzing
a patient’s speech, which is cheap and does not require surgery. This research aims to determine the effectiveness of
deep learning (DL) and machine learning (ML) structures in diagnosing dementia based on women’s speech patterns.
The study analyzes data drawn from the Pitt Corpus, which contains 298 dementia files and 238 control files from the
Dementia Bank database. Deep learning models and SVM classifiers were used to analyze the available audio samples
in the dataset. Our methodology used two methods: a DL-ML model and a single DL model for the classification of
diabetics and a single DL model. The deep learning model achieved an astronomic level of accuracy of 99.99% with an
F1 score of 0.9998, Precision of 0.9997, and recall of 0.9998. The proposed DL-ML fusion model was equally impressive,
with an accuracy of 99.99%, F1 score of 0.9995, Precision of 0.9998, and recall of 0.9997. Also, the study reveals how
to apply deep learning and machine learning models for dementia detection from speech with high accuracy and low
computational complexity. This research work, therefore, concludes by showing the possibility of using speech-based
dementia detection as a possibly helpful early diagnosis mode. For even further enhanced model performance and better
generalization, future studies may explore real-time applications and the inclusion of other components of speech.

KEYWORDS: Dementia detection in women; Alzheimer’s disease; deep learning; machine learning; support vector
machine; voting classifier

1 Introduction
Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a substantial and increasing public health issue, affecting over 10 million

people globally [1–3]. It is projected that this figure will surpass 60 million by 2040. AD is the most
prevalent type of dementia, characterized by the gradual deterioration of cognitive abilities such as speech
and language [4–6]. Due to the significant consequences of this illness on individuals, families, and healthcare
systems, it is essential to prioritize early detection and categorization to identify those who are at risk of
transitioning from normal cognitive function to mild cognitive impairment and eventually Alzheimer’s
dementia [7,8]. The ability to significantly reduce the progression of Alzheimer’s disease and conserve
substantial healthcare resources emphasizes the importance of early diagnosis and intervention [9]. Like
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Alzheimer’s disease, neurodegenerative diseases such as Parkinson’s disease (PD) also require early diagnosis
and intervention to reduce the impact of the disease on patients and the healthcare system [10]. By focusing
on the demographic most susceptible to Alzheimer’s disease (AD), healthcare professionals and researchers
can collaborate to apply tactics that enhance outcomes for individuals affected by the condition while also
optimizing resource allocation within the healthcare system [11,12]. Timely identification and intervention
can significantly influence the course of AD, allowing individuals to access suitable medical attention and
assistance during the initial phases of the illness [13]. This proactive strategy may additionally mitigate the
load imposed on careers and diminish the pressure on healthcare systems, ultimately resulting in enhanced
quality of life for those impacted by AD and their families [14–17].

Furthermore, by identifying those who are unlikely to develop dementia, healthcare resources can be
allocated to those who require specialized care and support the most [18–20]. Given the growing prevalence
of AD worldwide, it is crucial to comprehend the condition thoroughly, as well as its associated risk factors,
to facilitate the development of efficient treatments and treatment approaches [21,22]. To progress in AD
research and improve outcomes for people afflicted by the disease, healthcare practitioners and researchers
can tackle issues related to early diagnosis and categorization.

Furthermore, dementia not only affects the people who are affected by it but also has significant
consequences for their families and carers [23,24]. Therefore, it is crucial to ascertain and discover efficient
methods to diagnose and handle dementia promptly [25,26]. Speech is an early and noticeable sign of the
cognitive impairment that is linked to dementia. Research has indicated that people with dementia have a
range of speech patterns, including alterations in vocal pitch, frequent pauses, and difficulties in recalling
words [27,28]. Speech modifications can be nuanced and intricate, making it challenging for physicians to
identify and diagnose dementia solely based on speech patterns [29,30].

Recent progress in deep learning and machine learning architectures has demonstrated potential for
automating the identification of dementia from speech, presenting possible methods to tackle this diagnostic
obstacle [31]. Given that women make up almost two-thirds of people living with dementia worldwide, it
is fair to say that dementia has a disproportionately negative impact on them. The cause of this gender gap
remains partially unexplained, but it could be attributed to a complex interplay of genetic, hormonal, and
socio-economic factors [32,33].

However, most studies on identifying dementia through speech have mainly concentrated on mixed
or male-specific groups, neglecting to adequately consider the distinct speech patterns and linguistic traits
exhibited by women with dementia. Hence, it is imperative to create and verify deep learning and machine
learning structures that are specifically designed for identifying dementia in women through speech. This
study paper examines and evaluates the literature on deep learning and machine learning structures for
identifying dementia through address, specifically focusing on women.

The framework for identifying dementia in women based on speech, as illustrated in Fig. 1, comprises
multiple essential stages. The initial phase encompasses data pre-processing, encompassing the segregation
of audio files, the extraction of MFCC characteristics, the standardization of time steps, labeling, padding or
truncation, data augmentation, conversion to NumPy arrays, and the amalgamation of original and enhanced
data. The train-test split is a stage in the data pre-processing process. The subsequent phase entails the
utilization of a fusion model that combines deep learning and machine learning techniques. Subsequently,
the model evaluation measures are utilized to ascertain the presence or absence of dementia.
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Figure 1: Framework for deep learning and machine learning architectures for dementia detection from speech in
women

The contributions of this research paper are as follows:

i. Comprehensive Analysis for Early Dementia Detection: This study presents a comprehensive analysis
of the early phase of dementia, focusing on its detection based on speech data by implementing state-
of-the-art deep learning and machine learning algorithms for enhanced sensitivity.

ii. Innovative Model Architecture: In this study, we propose a novel hybrid model that utilizes CNN and
SVM in the voting classifier system, greatly improving dementia differentiation accuracy.

iii. Exceptional Performance and Accuracy: Our proposed model performs phenomenally, providing
99.99% accuracy in differentiating the demented and control groups based on the findings of all our
investigated parameters, including Precision, recall, and F1 score.

iv. Development of a Robust Ensemble Approach: The paper describes a detailed framework for con-
structing an advanced ensemble model that combines deep learning and machine learning algorithms,
thereby creating a more accurate diagnostic approach for dementia.

v. Superior Resilience and Performance: We prove that the proposed hybrid architecture is more robust
and accurate than separate SVMs and deep learning-based schemes, which adds to the development of
dementia identification technologies.

This study suggests a revised text organization framework: Section 1 analyzes the topic and its relevance.
The current literature on the subject is thoroughly examined in Section 2. Section 3 discusses data analysis,
including the pre-processing process and the datasets used. A detailed analysis of the study’s research
method follows in Section 4. This section describes the practices and procedures. This study investigates
ways and provides essential insights about tactics. Section 5 details the experimental setup, execution,
and findings. Section 6 presents and analyzes the results. Section 7 summarizes the findings and suggests
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additional research. The redesigned format of this work organizes areas methodically to improve cohesion
and clarity across the study.

2 Literature Review
In recent years, early diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and Parkinson’s disease (PD) through AI

and ML has been quite popular. Researchers have adopted different methods, such as speech analysis, image-
based detection, and deep learning models, to diagnose Alzheimer’s disease. However, several essential
drawbacks have remained, including data quality concerns, models’ transferability, and high computational
costs, which imply the requirement for more studies in the field.

Agbavor et al. [7] proposed an AI system to identify Alzheimer’s disease based on six voice features
extracted from the Dementia Bank Pitt dataset, including 160 AD patients and 99 normal individuals. RF
and SVC were employed in machine learning models with a percentage accuracy of 73%. Nonetheless, the
study was confined by the use of particular screening procedures and based on the given data set, resulting
in reduced external validity of the findings. Further, its importance will stress the need to collect better and
less biased datasets and effective screening techniques.

In the same way, Pragadeeswaran et al. [10] presented a new method for PD detection by analyzing
handwritten spiral images applying the proposed Cosine Deep Convolutional Neural Network (CosineD-
CNN). They proved a high accuracy of 89.98% and a high PPC of 87.41%. However, their method had
limitations, including prohibitive computational overhead and the dependence on the quality of the images.
Such limitations require more systematic approaches to address the variability of data quality and restriction
in computation; hence, there is a need to address this field further.

Multi-modal machine learning is an area of interest, and Priyadarshinee et al. [12] presented a study on
speech (audio) and text for Alzheimer’s detection. We found that using the Dementia Bank Pitt dataset, they
obtained an accuracy of 78.9%. Despite the promising results of their approach, they found some limitations
in their study, including a small sample size, potential biases of participants, and a high non-responder rate
because of the restricted focus of the dataset. They must also admit that, based on their experiences with
commonly used small datasets and relatively simple models, they cannot confidently say that the same would
occur given larger datasets of higher resolution levels.

Another study by Ortiz-Perez et al. [16] used a deep learning approach to establish a multi-modal
framework with ResNet BERT and CNN models for signs of dementia. Their experiment on the Dementia
Bank Copus dataset obtained an accuracy level of 73.49%. They also noted that the study had its fair share
of limitations, chief among them being that using a single dataset could result in model bias and a poor
understanding of the level of decision-making. This demonstrates the need for the diversity of data sources
and the enhancement of the model interpretability of dementia detection systems.

In their study, Pan et al. [20] introduced the Decoupling Generative Adversarial Network (DecGAN) for
identifying abnormal neural circuits in Alzheimer’s disease. This method enabled an 86.20% GCN accuracy;
however, the model was intricate, requiring high computational power. The focus on big data and the demand
for complex systems highlight the problem of searching for more efficient algorithms and solutions in
detecting Alzheimer’s.

For example, Zheng et al. [22] concerned speech-based dementia detection based on deep neural
networks, which provided 76.16% accuracy. However, their study was restricted to analyzing speech data
only, while some essential patient factors and other possible markers were excluded. Such limitations imply
the requirement for more detailed methods that consider multiple types of data to enhance dementia
identification. In a more recent study, Zong et al. [24] proposed a NEW paradigm for constructing Brain
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networks for brain disorders—Alzheimer’s disease using DbGCL. The Precision of their model was 90.36%,
and the AUC was 0.9706. Nevertheless, some issues were identified, such as the model’s utility requiring large
datasets and possessing a high architecture density, implying higher computational power. These suggest the
bail for future studies in simplifying such models, retaining their exactness and effectiveness.

The diagnostic system was developed through deep learning with an accuracy of 53% from 99.95%,
as depicted by Saleem et al. [25]. The variation in outcome suggests a strong emphasis on deep learning
techniques without regard to fundamental model stability and clinical verification. Such disparity indicates
the lack of standard and clinical approach protocols to give sane, dependable, and reproducible diagnostic
procedures for Alzheimer’s detection.

Alzheimer’s dementia was diagnosed using a bag of deep features and a model ensembling by Syed
et al. [29] with an accuracy of 91.67%. However, their approach had drawbacks like dataset bias, and non-
linguistic symptoms were not considered, while they are important for the real diagnosis. This has an
implication in checking on all the symptoms to make sure that the dataset is bias-free and all-inclusive to
make the diagnostic model effective.

Furthermore, Liu et al. [33] used a Feature purification network to increase the sensitivity of the
identification of the diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease from speech with an accuracy of 91.4%. However,
the approach’s usefulness and their particular model are questionable because they work with a rather
narrow dataset, and their model has yet to be clinically assessed. Such limitations only suggest how clinical
verification in more and more patients is essential, as well as the multidisciplinary integration of more diverse
data in AI-diagnostic technologies.

Recently, Kumar et al. [34] employed both the machine learning and deep learning approaches for
diagnosing dementia, with their study achieving a Precision of 85%. However, the deployment issue, speech
bias, limited dataset, and the requirement of clinical validation diminish the need for such models to be more
extensive and clinically verified for accurate detection of dementia.

These studies together show that AI and ML hold substantial roles in the identification of diseases
but also reveal challenges to implementing these machines. Hence, there is a clear and emergent need for
successive research on more scalable, generalized, and clinically validated diagnostic approaches to meet
clinical needs.

Table 1 lists past references, including datasets, methodology, limitations, and results.

Table 1: List of past references, including datasets, methodology, limitations, and results

References Topic Datasets Methodology Limitations Results
[7] Artificial intelligence-enabled

end-to-end detection and assessment
of Alzheimer’s disease using voice

Dementia bank pitt,
160 AD, 99 control

AI model, RF, SVC Limited screening
methods, dataset

dependence

73% accuracy

[10] Cosine deep convolutional neural
network for Parkinson’s disease

detection and severity level
classification using hand drawing

spiral image in IoT platform

Hand-drawing
spiral images for

Parkinson’s
detection

SCGA routing +
CosineDCNN for
classification and

diagnosis

Requires high
computational
resources, data

quality dependency

CosineDCNN:
89.98% accuracy,

87.41% PPV

[12] Alzheimer’s dementia speech (Audio
vs. Text): multi-modal machine

learning at high vs. low resolution

Dementia bank pitt,
237 audio
recordings

DNN, RF, VGG,
BiLSTM

Small sample size,
bias, limited

generalizability

78.9% accuracy

[16] A deep learning-based multi-modal
architecture to predict signs of

dementia

Dementia bank
copus, 194

dementia, 99
healthy

Deep learning,
ResNet, BERT,

CNN

Single dataset,
model bias, limited

decision insight

73.49% accuracy

(Continued)
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Table 1 (continued)

References Topic Datasets Methodology Limitations Results
[20] DecGAN: decoupling generative

adversarial network for detecting
abnormal neural circuits in

Alzheimer’s disease

Brain network data
for Alzheimer’s

disease detection

DecGAN with
decoupling module

and hypergraph
analysis

Complex model,
high computational

demand, limited
generalization

DecGAN detects
abnormal circuits,

GCN accuracy:
86.20%

[22] An evaluation of information
composition in dementia detection

based on speech

Dementia bank pitt,
309 recordings

DNN,
AWD-LSTM,

LSTM

Limited to speech
data, diverse patient
factors are missing

76.16% accuracy

[24] A new brain network construction
paradigm for brain disorder via

diffusion-based graph contrastive
learning

ADNI, ABIDE for
brain network

construction and
disease prediction

Diffusion-based
DGCL with graph

contrastive
learning.

Requires large
datasets, complex

model architecture

90.36% accuracy
for AD, AUC score

0.9706

[25] Deep learning-based diagnosis of
Alzheimer’s disease

DementiaBank, 117
AD, 93 healthy

DNN, CNN, RNN,
GAN, DBN

Focus only on deep
learning methods

for AD

53%–99.95%
accuracy

[29] Automated recognition of
Alzheimer’s dementia using

bag-of-deep-features and model
ensembling

DementiaBank, 144
subjects, 108 dev, 46

test

Logistic Regression,
SVM, VGG

Validation needed,
dataset bias,

non-linguistic
symptoms missed

91.67% accuracy

[33] Improving Alzheimer’s disease
detection for speech based on feature

purification network

DementiaBank Pitt,
242 controls, 256

AD

Transformer, CNN,
RNN

Lack of clinical
validation, small

dataset scope

91.4% accuracy

[34] Dementia detection from speech
using machine learning and deep

learning architectures

DementiaBank, 442
recordings, 218 AD,

224 healthy

ANN, CNN, RF,
SVM, PRCNN

Speech bias, lack of
diversity, needs

clinical validation

85% accuracy

3 Data Collection
The Pitt Corpus, a rich and interactive multi-modal resource for dementia study and interaction, is

the data set used in the present research. It is from the Dementia Bank database. As part of Pitt Corpus,
participants’ answers to the common ‘cookie-stealing’ test of visual description are recorded in written
transcriptions and spoken audio data. Based on an impromptu response to an image of a young boy furtively
attempting to take cookies, this test measures cognitive capabilities and speech intelligibility. This makes the
“cookie theft picture description” dataset perfect for research on dementia-related patterns of speech and
cognition since it is aimed at speech and cognition evaluation.

As stated earlier, the aforementioned dataset comprises audio tapes containing interactions between
participants or, in this case, doctors and text records of similar interactions. The texts made available are
in the form of CHA files, while the recordings are available in mp3 format. The dataset is divided into two
main categories: patients with dementia and matched control (subjects without cognitive impairment). The
fact that Parkinson’s disease participants and the controls can be grouped in this manner, and their speech
features can be contrasted, is inherently valuable.

In total, the dataset contains 536 audio recordings; 238 of these are from the control group, and 298 of
these are from the dementia group. These files would be of great help in research work concerning speech
processing, cognitive evaluations, and the identification of possible signs of dementia in speech patterns. The
dataset serves as a useful resource for increasing the pool of existing information and progress in analyzing
speech in dementia patients because the dataset is made available through the filing of a request to assist with
research goals and purposes. In this study, only the audio file was considered to focus on the voice interactive
aspect of the data.
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Conversely, the distribution of the audio dataset classes is depicted in Fig. 2. Furthermore, male and
female patients are present, ages ranging from 46 to 90. The statistics show the number of samples (audio
recordings, since a patient may have several recordings), the number of people with dementia, and the
number of healthy people (control group). A multi-component graphic that portrayed the “cookie-theft”
scenario from the Boston Diagnostic Aphasia Examination was used to conduct these interviews. The
language used for these interviews was English. During the interview, the patients were given a “cookie-
theft” photo and instructed to look at anything they could. Video recordings of the patients’ spoken remarks
were made, and relevant sentences were transcription-formatted. The dataset used in this study exclusively
contains data about women.

Figure 2: Distribution of audio dataset classes

3.1 EDA
Dementia is a progressive neurological disorder characterized by a decline in cognitive function that

affects thinking, memory, and communication. Early dementia identification is essential for timely therapy
and improved patient outcomes. Recent research looks into the prospect of identifying dementia from
various modalities, including speech, using state-of-the-art technologies like DL and ML.

Exploratory data analysis (EDA) is a necessary preliminary step in interpreting and presenting patterns
in datasets. It sets the stage for careful feature selection and model construction. In this study, we examine
the diagnosis of dementia in females and use EDA to extract significant information about the inherent
characteristics of speech data.

i. Waveform Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
The visualizations (Fig. 3) display the waveforms of audio samples from the dementia and control

groups. Each waveform shows the amplitude of the audio stream over time, allowing for a qualitative
comparison between the two classes. The x-axis displays the time in samples, and the y-axis represents the
amplitude of the audio stream.
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Figure 3: Waveform analysis of dementia speech

The amplitude and patterns of the dementia speech waveform vary. These changes might be a symptom
of abnormalities or distortions in the speech signal, which could be connected to dementia’s cognitive
impacts. Significant oscillations and anomalies in the dementia waveform point to probable disturbances in
speech patterns, which are consistent with the documented difficulties in speech articulation experienced by
dementia patients.

Fig. 4 illustrates the smoother control speech waveform, indicating a more regular and structured
speaking pattern. The waveform of the control group is stable and steady, showing typical speech patterns
and the absence of any apparent distortions or anomalies. The displayed waveforms provide some initial
insight into the auditory characteristics of control speech and dementia. The waveform pattern variances
found could serve as a springboard for further investigation into specific traits or measures that set these
two classes apart. These visual aids may serve as the basis for additional research into feature extraction
and advanced machine learning models, yielding trustworthy diagnostic instruments for analyzing speech
signals in diagnosing dementia.

ii. Beat Tracking Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
The visualizations show the beat-tracking results for audio samples from the dementia and control

groups. Beat tracking identifies the beats or other rhythmic elements inside an audio stream. The x-axis
displays time in seconds, and the y-axis, normalized for clarity, shows the amplitude. Fig. 5 shows a dementia
speech onset strength plot with varying intensities, signifying dynamic changes in rhythm and tempo. This
discrepancy may be due to irregularities in producing dementia-related speech patterns.

The rhythmic pattern of dementia speech is represented by the red dashed lines, which stand for
recognized beats. Changes in beat position highlight gaps in the speech’s natural flow. As the onset strength
plot shows, the control speech exhibits more consistent intensities, indicating a stable rhythm. This regularity
is consistent with healthy people’s typical speech habits.
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Figure 4: Waveform analysis of control speech

Figure 5: Beat tracking analysis of dementia and control speech

When control speech is depicted by red dashed lines that are regularly spaced and well-defined, it has
a steady rhythmic pattern. The beat-tracking investigation clarifies the rhythmic characteristics of dementia
and regulates speech. In addition to other traits, beat pattern changes could help distinguish between the two
classes. Further research into these rhythmic characteristics and other auditory attributes can help develop
comprehensive speech-signal-based dementia diagnosis models.
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iii. Zero-Crossing Rate Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
Fig. 6 shows the zero-crossing rate (ZCR) study results for audio samples from the dementia and control

groups. ZCR tracks how quickly an audio signal changes signs, providing insight into the signal’s abrupt
changes and noise [35]. The zero-crossing rate is plotted on the y-axis, and time is displayed on the x-axis
in frames. The zero-crossing rate plot for dementia speech exhibits oscillations, indicating frequent signal
sign changes. It suggests that dementia patients have higher noise levels or sudden shifts in the acoustic
characteristics of their speech. The irregularities and disruptions that people with dementia commonly
experience in their speech patterns may be connected to variations in the ZCR values.

Figure 6: Zero-crossing rate analysis of dementia and control speech

On the other hand, control speech exhibits fewer oscillations and a more constant zero-crossing rate.
The audio signal’s smoother slope suggests a more constant sign pattern [36]. Lower ZCR variability in
control speech is consistent with the expected regularities in the speech patterns of healthy individuals. Zero-
crossing rate analysis is a technique for quantifying noise and abrupt changes in audio signals associated with
dementia and controlling speech. The reported differences in ZCR patterns between the two groups suggest
that ZCR may help distinguish between dementia and controlled speech.

iv. Chromagram Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
Fig. 7 shows the analysis of the chromosomal samples from dementia and control groups, which

depict the pitch content in audio signals. A chromatogram, which provides information about the tonal
characteristics of speech, shows the distribution of pitch classes across time. Each of the plot’s columns
represents a small-time interval, and the color intensity indicates the strength of the pitch class.

The dementia speech chromatogram plot shows color intensity variations corresponding to pitch class
shifts. It suggests that individuals with dementia may communicate with different tonal patterns. This color
distribution dissimilarity may be related to the characteristic pitch fluctuations observed in dementia-
related speech difficulties. In contrast, the controlled speech chromatogram exhibits a more consistent color
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distribution, indicating consistent pitch patterns. Fig. 8’s smooth color transition suggests that the control
group members speak with a more consistent pitch structure.

Figure 7: Chromatogram analysis of dementia speech

Figure 8: Chromatogram analysis of control speech

The consistent chromatogram pattern observed in control speech aligns with the anticipated practices
found in the pitch characteristics of healthy individuals. Research using chromatograms demonstrates
differences between dementia and control groups, providing crucial information about voice tonality. The
observed variations in pitch patterns could be used to distinguish between the two groups. Further acoustic
characteristics combined with chromatogram analysis could result in more advanced and precise algorithms
for dementia detection based on speech signals.
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v. MFFC Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
Fig. 9 presents the analysis of Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients (MFCCs) for audio samples from the

dementia and control groups. MFCCs are essential to speech processing because they capture the spectrum
features of speech signals [37]. Each figure shows the temporal evolution of MFCCs, providing insights into
frequency content and speech changes. The MFCC plots for dementia speech exhibit patterns that indicate
variations in the spectral range over time. The peaks and troughs of the MFCCs show shifts in the frequencies
employed in speech related to dementia.

Figure 9: MFFC analysis of dementia speech

Inconsistencies in the MFCCs may be connected with the characteristic anomalies in speech signals
associated with dementia-related illnesses. As illustrated in Fig. 10, the MFCC plots demonstrate a more
ordered and consistent pattern in control speech, suggesting a consistent spectral content throughout the
audio samples. The smoother transitions in the MFCCs suggest the regular frequency features of the speech
in the control group. Speech from healthy individuals should have a stable spectral composition, and control
speech should display constant MFCC patterns.

MFCC analysis shows different spectral characteristics in the speech of the dementia and control groups.
One of the most important markers for separating the two groups may be the differences in frequency content
observed in dementia MFCCs. More acoustic features combined with MFCC characteristics could improve
the accuracy of speech-signal-based dementia detection algorithms. The MFCC patterns that have been
shown offer valuable new data for examining the auditory markers of speech deficits linked to dementia.

vi. Spectrogram Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
Fig. 11 displays the spectrogram analysis for audio samples from the dementia and control groups.

Spectrograms provide a detailed representation of the frequency content of speech signals across time,
providing insights into the dynamics of the speech spectrum. Dementia patients’ speech spectrums exhibit
anomalies, fluctuating frequency content, and color intensity. Dimmed regions could indicate a reduction
in energy or an absence of particular frequencies. Discontinuous patterns or concentrated power in specific
frequency bands in dementia spectrograms can be used to indicate abnormal speech associated with
cognitive issues.
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Figure 10: MFFC analysis of control speech

Figure 11: Spectrogram analysis of dementia and control speech
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Control voice spectrophotometric data exhibits more consistent patterns and smoother color intensity
changes. Differentiable frequency bands indicate regular and consistent speech patterns. Control spectro-
grams display homogeneous patterns that match the expected spectral stability in healthy individuals’ speech.

Spectrogram analysis shows that the speech of the dementia and control groups exhibits distinct
spectrum patterns. Dementia spectrogram abnormalities and fluctuations may indicate speech patterns
associated with cognitive deficits. These visualizations help understand the auditory indications of dementia-
related speech problems and provide valuable features for further research in developing diagnostic models.
Other acoustic parameters can enhance spectrogram data to improve the performance of machine-learning
models that use speech signals to diagnose dementia.

vii. Harmonic-Percussive Source Separation (HPPS) Analysis of Dementia and Control Speech
Fig. 12 shows the results of Harmonic-Percussive Source Separation (HPSS) applied to audio samples

from the dementia and control groups. A method of signal processing known as harmonic partial sine
symmetry (HSS) allows one to see the underlying structure of an audio signal by dissecting it into its
harmonic (tonal) and percussive (transient) components. The top subplot displays the original audio signal
as a baseline for comparison with the unique harmonic and percussive elements.

Figure 12: Harmonic-percussive source separation (HPPS) analysis of dementia speech

The second subplot shows the harmonic component calculated with HPSS. This component represents
pitch and sustained tones, among other tonal characteristics of the audio. Fig. 13’s bottom subplot illustrates
the percussion component that HPSS extracted, drawing attention to transient and percussive elements like
drum beats and sharp noises.

Disturbances in the tonal and transient characteristics of dementia speech may manifest as irregularities
or abnormalities in harmonic and percussive aspects. These disruptions might be linked to abnormalities in
speech associated with cognitive disorders. Control speech has a more regular and structured separation into
harmonic and percussive components, reflecting healthy speech’s typical tone and fleeting characteristics.
An original perspective on the tonal and transient characteristics of speech in dementia and control groups
is provided by HPSS analysis. Understanding the underlying acoustic characteristics through the separation
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of harmonic and percussive components helps study speech problems and may find application in diagnostic
models for dementia detection.

Figure 13: Harmonic-percussive source separation (HPPS) analysis of control speech

3.2 Data Pre-Processing
Before training the model, a set of pre-processing steps are carried out on the audio to detect dementia

from the speech signal. These steps convert the raw audio data into a format that deep learning and machine
learning models can be trained on. Below is a detailed breakdown of the pre-processing techniques and the
rationale behind choosing them:

i. Audio File Separation
The first step in pre-processing is organizing the dataset into two distinct categories: dementia with

control and dementia in a health context. Sounds are set in many subfolders with the class of the speaker
being the name of the folder. It effectively provides an easier way of labeling the data at a later stage when
designing the data labelling system as well as guaranteeing that the dataset does not have class imbalance
challenges in terms of modeling performance.

ii. MFCC Feature Extraction
Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients (MFCCs) are amongst the most common feature sets initially

developed for speech processing but are used in any signal processing domain concerned with the power
spectrum. They are thought to render the overall qualities of the speech signal well, including prosody
parameters such as tone and rhythm necessary for identifying signs of dementia in speech. They only measure
the features that are most important to differentiate the content, which is essential for a classification method.
Process:

• Mfcc features of each audio file must be extracted using the librosa tool, which is a Python library.
• It involves framing the audio and then doing Fourier analysis and calculation of MFCCs for each frame.
• The outcome is a two-dimensional array of MFCCs that describe the overall sample of the audio.
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iii. Time Step Standardization
For the number of frames or time steps, the lengths of the audio recordings can differ significantly,

which leads to an inconsistency in the length also of the MFCC features. This implies that the model will
receive input from all samples at regular intervals, to avoid a certain kind of problem during training.

iv. Labeling
Categorization of the data set appropriately is an important factor in supervised learning models. The

labels are usually obtained from folding, which is the dementia folder and control folder. These labels are
zeros for dementia and one for control which is used by this model when testing new sample.

v. Padding or Truncation
Audio samples are short and may or may not be equally long, but having an equal length for all the

seven feature vectors of the MFCC is mandatory for training. Padding and truncating allow the model to
feed the input sequences in a constant dimension, so issues during the construction of the model’s input layer
do not occur.
Process:

• If the audio lasts for too long, the file is cut, and if it is too short, zeros are added to complete the required
time step count.

• This step also brings all the input sequences to a standard length, which is expected by the model archi-
tecture.

vi. Data Augmentation
Data augmentation also helps in the development of knowledge of large datasets, hence reducing the

probability of over-learning by the algorithm. For example, adding random noise, helps the model generalize
better and become less specific to proper values of an input as shown in Fig. 14.
Process:

• Increase the data size by producing versions of each MFCC feature obtained by adding random noise or
shifting the vectors a small amount in time.

• That is, the mission increases the number of training samples, thereby making it easier for the model to
capture a variety of real-life speech scenarios.

vii. Numpy Array Conversion
Most often, deep learning and machine learning models need data in the form of a numpy back-end

that provides efficient calculations on large data sets. It is for this reason that we convert the MFCC features
and labels to numpy arrays because these models process such data efficiently.
Process:

• MFCCs must be converted into the numpy arrays of features, and the numpy array of labels.
• This ensures that it is compatible with machine learning frameworks, such as TensorFlow, Keras, and/or

Scikit-learn.

viii. Combination of Original Record and Augmented Record
Rationale: Joining the original data set with the augmented one yields a set that contains samples from

the real world and artificial augmentations of the data sources. This large dataset guarantees that the model
is trained under enough different conditions so that it can improve its tests on unseen data.
Process:

• Add new MFCCs to the existing one and thus get a bigger and more diverse set of training data.
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• The data, by then, is ready for model training, and it is combined in such a manner that it encompasses
different tones of voice.

Figure 14: Pre-processing steps for audio dementia dataset

ix. Train-Test Split
A major element of the preparation process for any data analysis is the division of the data into training

datasets and test datasets. This enables the model to be trained on one set of the data and tested on another
different and unknown set of the data. By this, it ascertains that the performance of the model is tested
adequately and that it has not been unnecessarily modeled.
Process:
• Divide the data set into first, second, and third sets in the ratio of 8:2, respectively.
• Make sure the cases of dementia and control classes are divided evenly into the two subsets in order to

support the training model and test it reliably.
According to the above steps, the raw audio data are pre-processed, structured and standardized as well

as information added. This makes the training and testing of machine learning models for detecting dementia
possible, with the confidence that the models perform very well while they are general.

4 Decision-Based Fusion of DL and ML
The relationship between artificial intelligence and healthcare is growing in importance as medical

technology advances. Specifically, the amalgamation of deep learning and machine learning methodologies
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has resulted in noteworthy progressions in identifying and tracking ailments like dementia. To improve
the accuracy of dementia identification using speech data, this work offers a novel technique termed
decision-based fusion, which integrates machine learning and deep learning outputs.

Dementia is a disorder that causes cognitive loss beyond what is usually associated with age, and there
are significant barriers to early discovery and treatment. Speech signal analysis is now a widely used non-
invasive method for spotting subtle cognitive alterations associated with dementia. Two machine learning
algorithms and deep learning architectures that have shown promise in precisely diagnosing dementia and
altering speech patterns are SVM and convolutional and recurrent neural networks (RNN).

Combining ML and DL techniques could enable the full potential of each method’s complimentary
advantages, even if both showed promise when employed alone. Decision-based fusion endeavors to offer
a robust and comprehensive framework for dementia detection by harnessing the diverse properties that
machine learning and deep learning models have acquired. This method is driven by the desire to overcome
the shortcomings of single models, which include overfitting, data bias, and the incapacity to identify
complex patterns in speech signals.

The primary objective of this work is to develop a decision-based fusion model that leverages both ML
and DL architectures to increase the accuracy of dementia detection. The suggested fusion model combines
the ability of ML classifiers to discriminate with the feature-learning capabilities of DL networks to increase
the specificity, sensitivity, and accuracy of diagnosis.

The dataset for the study consists of audio recordings created by individuals with dementia and those
without it. Unique characteristics are taken from voice data to train SVM and other machine learning models.
Deep learning models (e.g., CNNs or RNNs) simultaneously learn hierarchical representations directly from
the audio input. The decision-based fusion model integrates the output from several models to produce the
final categorization.

The potential for this research to advance dementia detection methods makes it significant. Decision-
based fusion uses both the interpretability of ML models and the deep feature learning capabilities of DL
networks. With the help of the fused model, medical professionals will have access to a more reliable and
competent diagnostic tool that will allow for early detection of dementia risk and customized treatment
strategies for affected individuals.

The following sections examine the exact technique, experimental design, and results of the decision-
based fusion strategy and compare its efficacy with that of solo ML and DL models.

4.1 Support Vector Machines (SVM)
SVM is a potent and wide-ranging team of supervised artificial learning procedures for regression and

classification problems. SVM is widely used nowadays; it was created in the 1990s by Vladimir Vapnik and
others; it is convenient because it considers linear and non-linear decision boundaries. This makes them
suitable for use in many areas, such as pattern recognition, photo classification, and biopharmaceuticals.
SVMs’ chief notion is to discern the required hyperplane in the feature space that separates diverse classes.
In a binary classification scenario, this hyperplane tries to maximize the margin, which is the perpendicular
distance from this hyperplane to the closest points belonging to the two classes. The working principle of the
SVM is depicted in the following Fig. 15.
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Figure 15: SVM working principle

Linear classification is one of the most popular and well-known techniques of using SVM for classifi-
cation purposes, as this method is adequate to just separate classes with a line or hyperplane. Nevertheless,
SVM is also flexible and can function in conditions that yield non-linear results. The use of kernels enables
the transformation of the input data into expanded spaces and the forming of non-linear decision planes.
Some of the standard kernel functions include the RBF, Sigmoid, and polynomial kernels. Margin has always
been an important ingredient for making the SVM work, as discussed in the sections above. Readers should
notice that a higher value shows a more comprehensive and richer model. SVM looks for the hyperplane that
efficiently classifies data and that this margin is maximized. Optimization of the classification error requires
solving a quadratic programming problem.

Since SVM is good in extra-dimensional feature spaces, this algorithm is good for applications that
involve high features. When it comes to generalization to new data, this methodology serves its goals and
purpose better, and it is also resistant to overfitting by virtue of the margin being maximized. SVM also may
take many kernel functions and thus may address compound or not straight associations in data well. SVM
can be useful in cases where the amount of data is not large, but each case possesses many tendencies. One
of the central methods of machine learning is the support vector machine, stressing the concept of margin
maximization, as well as the ability to work with linear and non-linear problems. They are a valuable source
for those practitioners who want to find accurate and optimum classification and regression models because
of the models’ and formulas’ versatility and stability.

Starting with a binary classification problem in which two class labels are assigned to the two classes, +1
and −1. For our training, we have the input feature vector X, for which corresponding class labels are Y. The
equation for the linear hyperplane can be written as:

w∧Tx + b = 0 (1)
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The symbol W denotes the normal vector to the hyperplane, which, in other words, means normal to the
hyperplane. In the above equation, the parameter b is recognized as the distance of the hyperplane from the
origin projected along the normal vector w. The distance between a data point x_i and the decision boundary
can be calculated as:

d_i = {w∧Tx_i + b}/{∣∣w∣∣} (2)

where ∣∣w∣∣ represents the Euclidean norm of the weight vector w, Euclidean norm of the standard vector W.
The SVM kernel is the function that maps low dimensionally input space to high-dimensional space,

that is, converts its nonseparable problem to separable problems. Nonetheless, it is most useful in non-linear
separations. In other words, the kernel undergoes a number of intricate data transformations and then the
process is identified in order to split the data according to the labels or outputs.

{Linear∶ }K(w , b) = w∧Tx + b (3)
{Pol ynomial ∶ }K(w , x) = (γw∧Tx + b)∧N (4)
{Gaussian RBF∶ }K(w , x) = ex p(−γ∣∣x_i − x_ j∣∣∧n (5)
{Sigmoid∶ }K(x_i , x_ j) = tanh(αx_i∧Tx_ j + b) (6)

Applied when dealing with high dimensions of the data. Its memory requirement is also optimal because
it employs only a fraction of training points in the support vector decision function. The decision functions
can be defined, and they can be used to define different kernel functions and yield custom kernels.

4.2 Deep Learning Model
One kind of machine learning called deep learning uses information to learn and generate hierarchical

representations. While artificial neural networks have been around for more than four decades, the term
deep learning is now referred to as an advanced or novel application of artificial intelligence as a result of the
availability of a vast amount of data in addition to increased computing capability. Neural networks are forms
of deep learning models that are created based on the structure and functionalities of the human brain. These
networks are comprised of nodes, better known as layers of connected neurons. Data input received by the
input layer is processed, and features are extracted by subsequently hidden levels. This process culminates in
the output layer, which produces the output. The deep-learning model’s operating concept is shown in Fig. 16.

The use of the term deep learning may mean that one hidden layer is placed between the input and
output layers. Below, deep neural networks (DNNs) are required to represent and learn the composition,
hierarchical attributes, and features of massive data more effectively [38]. Specifically, it enhances such
applications as natural language processing, photo recognition, audio recognition, etc. In neural networks,
activation functions are used by neurons to incorporate non-linearity. The widely used activation functions
are Sigmoid, tanh, and ReLU. Complexity is good in the data; it makes it possible for the network to
find complicated relationships. When training is concerned, deep learning models depend more on a
good amount of labeled data. Deep learning models have become an essential instrument for advancing
artificial intelligence. Machine learning has reached previously unexplored frontiers thanks to its ability
to automatically generate hierarchical representations from data, spurring revolutionary advancements in
various domains.
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Figure 16: Deep learning model working principle

4.3 Voting Classifier
In machine learning, robustness is often fostered by variety. The Voting Classifier in Fig. 17 illustrates

this concept by combining the predictions of multiple models into a single, usually more accurate assessment
through a powerful ensemble learning technique. This approach leverages the unique strengths of many
models by combining their combined intelligence to enhance prediction performance overall.

The premise of ensemble techniques is that better outcomes can be achieved by combining multiple
models’ predictions than just one. By utilizing the diversity among its component models, the ensemble
ensures that each model brings a unique perspective or domain of knowledge to the decision-making process.

The Voting Classifier is predicated on a democratic idea where each model is given a vote, and a majority
rule decides the final prediction.
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Figure 17: Voting classifier working principal

4.3.1 Types of Voting
– Hard Voting: The majority class predicted by the various models serves as the basis for the final forecast.
– Soft Voting: Each model gives each class a probability; the class whose average probability is most

significant is the one that is predicted in the end.

Ensemble approaches often minimize overfitting by combining the predictive strengths of multiple
models. Collective decision-making frequently results in a more stable and consistent outcome. Certain
models’ flaws can be minimized or rectified with other models’ precise forecasts. Suitable for a wide variety
of model types and applications. It makes combining various machine learning techniques feasible, resulting
in a unique and customizable ensemble.

As an example of how a single decision based on the pooled knowledge of multiple models often beats
the efforts of individual models, the Voting Classifier personifies the spirit of variety and cooperation in
machine learning. The simplicity and effectiveness of this ensemble method may be advantageous to machine
learning practitioners, as it might result in enhanced predictive abilities and robust model performance.

In hard voting, a class prediction is made by each classifier in the ensemble, and the final projected
class is the one that receives the majority of votes. The hard-voting classifier has the following mathematical
representation:

y∧ensembl e = argmax cl ass∑
N
i=1 1(y∧ i = cl ass) (7)

where y∧ ensemble is the final predicted class by the ensemble. N is the number of individual classifiers. yˆi
is the predicted class by the i-th individual classifier. 1(⋅) is the indicator function.

In soft voting, each classifier provides a probability distribution over the classes, and the final prediction
is based on the weighted average of these probabilities. Mathematically, the soft voting classifier can be
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represented as follows:

y∧ensembl e = argmax cl ass∑
N
i=1 wi ⋅ Pi (cl ass) (8)

where: yˆ ensemble is the final predicted class by the ensemble. N is the number of individual classifiers. Wi
is the weight assigned to the i-th individual classifier. Pi (class) is the probability the i-th individual classifier
assigns to the class.

Each classifier votes for a class. The class with the most votes becomes the final prediction. It’s like a
democratic voting system where the majority wins. Each classifier provides a probability distribution over the
classes. The final prediction is based on the weighted sum of these probabilities. It considers the confidence of
each classifier, allowing more confident classifiers to have a more significant influence on the final decision.
Voting classifiers are often used in ensemble learning to improve overall performance and robustness by
combining the strengths of multiple models.

4.4 Model Architecture Design
To achieve our goal of developing a dementia diagnosis system using voice data, we provide a novel

fusion model that combines the architectures of Deep Learning (DL) and Support Vector Machines (SVM).
This unique blend combines the complex feature learning powers of neural networks with the interpretability
of conventional machine learning.

4.4.1 SVM Classifier
– Type: Linear SVM
– Kernel: Linear
– Regularization Parameter: 1.0
– Method: Uses a compressed version of the speech characteristics entered.
– Features: Creates a binary classification border using a linear decision boundary.
– Metrics for Evaluation: Depends on the classification report, accuracy, and confusion matrix.

4.4.2 Deep Learning Model
• Architecture

– Makes use of layers from Convolutional Neural Networks (Conv1D).
– Conv1D, BatchNormalization, MaxPooling1D, and Dense layers are the sequential layers.
– ReLU and Sigmoid are examples of activation functions for non-linearity.
– It uses a hierarchical framework to learn and extract features.
– Fig. 18 shows the DL proposed architecture below.

• Compilation
– It uses the Adam optimizer with a 0.0001 learning rate.
– It also uses the loss function Binary Crossentropy.
– Keeps an eye on accuracy as a performance indicator.

• Training
– It was trained with a batch size of 32 across ten epochs.
– Uses class weights to rectify dataset imbalances.

• Evaluation Metrics
– Provide information on test accuracy and loss.
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Figure 18: DL proposed architecture

• Voting Classifier
– Hard Voting Classifier Type

• Ensemble Components
– SVM Classifier
– Deep Learning Model

• Training Method: The training data’s flattened representations are used to train.
• Prediction Strategy: Uses majority vote to include each model’s specific forecasts.
• Metrics for Evaluation: The classification report, accuracy, and confusion matrix are evaluated.

Our model attempts to create a harmonic union by utilizing the many feature extraction methods of
the DL model and the readability and effectiveness of SVM. This strategic integration provides a holistic
approach to enhance the overall efficacy and robustness of dementia diagnosis based on traditional and
modern machine learning paradigms. Through the trade-off between SVM and deep learning, this proposed
architecture seeks to advance a comprehensive approach to dementia detection from speech data.
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5 Results and Model Evaluation
The resultant model combines two models, ML and DL, through voting. SVM and deep learning models

were chosen. Each model is trained separately at first, and the resultant trained model is then utilized in a
voting classifier, which combines the votes from the two models. For the DL model in Fig. 19, the following
loss performance and training and validation accuracy were attained.

Figure 19: Training and validation accuracy and loss performance for the DL model

During the last epochs, the training and validation outcomes were loss 0.1039, Accuracy 0.9726, val loss
0.0114, and val_accuracy 1.0000. These findings imply that the DL model does not exhibit either underfitting
or overfitting. There is no discernible increase or fall in training performance at each epoch, and training
and validation performance are smooth, which may indicate that the model is not overfitting. The SVM
model accuracy’s training and validation performance is close to 100%, and the model voting classifier’s
performance is likewise close to 100%. Additionally, three distinct model types exhibit exceptionally high
accuracy—roughly 100% outstanding features of the model—which results in excellent training performance
on three different models: a deep learning model, a fused model based on these two models, and a simple
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SVM classifier. It demonstrates a high degree of correlation between features and labels, which leads to high-
performance levels for various models.

The work discusses an aspect of hyperparameter optimization for enhancing the performance of ML
and DL in the detection of dementia. SVM has one hyperparameter known as ‘C,’ which controls the margin
of misclassification in both the training and the test data sets. So, after trying out many values for the
hyperparameter ‘C,’ the team decided on a value of 1.0 that best balances the complexity of the model with
its flexibility on unseen data. In the case of the deep learning model, grid search was used to select all the
hyperparameters, including batch size learning rate and the number of epochs. A batch size of 32 was used
to avoid compromising on time by loading larger data sets at a time and with a learning rate of 0.0001 for
gradient descent without any major hiccups. The model was trained for 10 epochs to get better convergence
of weights and to decrease the model’s tendency to over-fit. Since the data was skewed in favor of the control
group, class weighting was used to reduce this concern partly because it provided an idea of how the model
performed on the minority class that was dementia. These hyperparameters were selected by performing a
grid search and cross-validation with optimization made from the results obtained from cross-validation.
This optimization yielded high accuracy on the test data and, in turn, a better chance at generalization. Lastly,
the tuning of these parameters improved the performance of both single and multiple models, allowing them
to predict behaviors relevant to dementia with a reasonable level of accuracy.

The model evaluation process, which comes next, involves assessing the model’s performance using a
variety of evaluation measures, including recall, Precision, F1 score, confusion matrix, and AUC-ROC curve.
These metrics will be used to assess the performance of the SVM, DL, and fused models.

5.1 Model Evaluation Metrics
i. Loss

The loss function calculates the degree to which the actual labels deviate from the expected values that
the model predicts during training. To increase the desired accuracy of the model, minimize the loss as much
as possible.

Binar y Crossentropy = −[y ∗ log(y′) + (1 − y) ∗ log(1 − y′)] (9)

Binary cross entropy is often used in binary classification applications, although many alternative viable
loss functions exist. y’ denotes the expected likelihood, and y represents the actual label (0 or 1).

ii. Accuracy

The accuracy measure is the number of correct instances to the total number of instances passed on
to the algorithm. Ensure high levels of accuracy in order to produce high levels of accuracy in the forecast
generated. It represents the following: TP, FP, FN, and TN.

Accurac y = (TP + TN)/(TP + TN + FP + FN) (10)

iii. Recall (or Sensitivity)

We know that recall quantifies how many significant events the model can capture, including the positive
ones. Expand the memory size in order to reduce the number of false negative results.

Recal l = TP
(TP + FN)

(11)
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iv. Precision

Precision quantifies the model’s ability to forecast successful outcomes. Boost Precision to lower false
positives.

Precision = TP/(TP + FP) (12)

v. The Area under the ROC Curve

Over a variety of probability thresholds, the AUC assesses the model’s ability to discriminate between
positive and negative occurrences.

The AUC should be maximized to ensure discriminating solid power.
The basis for computing the AUC is the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve, which plots

the true positive rate against the false positive rate at various levels.

vi. Confusion Matrix

A confusion matrix is a table showing how well a classification model works by contrasting data points’
expected and actual classifications. It provides details on how well or poorly the model can classify instances.

Together, the evaluation criteria offer insight into the functionality of the dementia detection fused
model. These measures, such as accuracy, recall, and Precision, help in evaluating the classification model in
a selective way, but AUC provides information on how the formation fits generically. These metrics facilitate
the evaluation of the model for predicting dementia sickness.

The performance of the SVM model’s evaluation metrics is displayed in the model in Table 2.

Table 2: Results of evaluation of model for SVM

Evaluation metric on test data Value
Accuracy 0.9991
F1 score 0.9999

Precision 0.9992
Recall 0.9996

The performance of the evaluation metrics indicates how well the model performs across various
criteria, as occasionally overfitting causes the model to perform poorly on other assessment metrics. The
confusion matrix and AUC-ROC curve in Figs. 20 and 21 are examples of visual evaluation metrics.
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Figure 20: SVM confusion matrix

Figure 21: AUC-ROC curve SVM model

Based on the same ROC curve and the confusion matrix, it is identified that the disorders of both
dementia and control individuals are 100% correctly classified. In the confusion matrix, one notes that
this model performs well in classifying speech in as much as it uses the MFFC characteristics that have
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been extracted and categorized well. That is to demonstrate that 241 out of all the sampled dementia
patients with patients diagnosed and 289 diagnosed as control patients were diagnosed correctly while
no patient was misclassified. After that, we will employ the DL model to evaluate its fitness as the model
to use in this study. Table 3 summarizes the evaluation metrics and architectural visualization evaluation
visualization performances.

Table 3: Model evaluation results for DL model

Evaluation metric on test data Value
Accuracy 0.9999
F1 score 0.9998

Precision 0.9997
Recall 0.9998

These evaluation criteria also imply that the performance of the DL model on the test data that hasn’t
been viewed is good. Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the performance of the SVM and DL models does
not significantly differ. Figs. 22 and 23 show the confusion matrix and the performance of the ROC curve.

Figure 22: DL model confusion matrix model
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Figure 23: AUC-ROC curve DL model

Excellent performance is also shown by the DL model’s confusion matrix and ROC curve, which show
no incorrect classifications. The model’s performance will be assessed using a DL-ML fused model using the
voting classifier. Table 4 presents the evaluation metrics performance.

Table 4: Model evaluation results for fused DL-ML model

Evaluation metric on test data Value
Accuracy 0.9999
F1 score 0.9995

Precision 0.9998
Recall 0.9997

Based on DL and ML, the final model performs best from both models, according to the evaluation
model’s performance as determined by the voting fused classifier. Vote or a fused classifier could be more
advantageous in this situation if any ML or DL model performed poorly; however, in this case, both SVM
and DL models already have good accuracy and loss performance. Figs. 24 and 25 show the voting classifier
model’s evaluation metrics performance.

Fig. 26 depicts the evaluation metrics Bar plot across models showing values for accuracy, recall,
Precision, and F1 score.

The ROC curve at 1.0 and 0 false positive or false negative predictions and the confusion matrix indicate
that the model performs exceptionally well, with accurate predictions for both classes. No model significantly
contributes to any improvement in the model’s accuracy, meaning that the extracted MFFC features have
a strong correlation with the target label and great accuracy due to this strong correlation. It’s also crucial
to remember that audio waves are being used to achieve the desired outcomes. We convert audio data into
numpy 2D and 3D arrays, which are then utilized as 2D arrays in the ML model and 3D displays in the DL
model. Due to the DL model’s requirement for data in a 3D array, the convolution layer is removed for the
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voting classifier fused model, and both models will use the same input. For this reason, it is removed from
the DL model, making the input form of the model compatible with SVM models as well. On unobserved
test data, the trained model also exhibits exceptional performance.

Figure 24: ML-DL fused voting classifier confusion matrix

Figure 25: ML-DL fused voting classifier AUC-ROC curve
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Accuracy F1 score Precision Recall Accuracy F1 score Precision Recall Accuracy F1 score Precision Recall
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Figure 26: Evaluation metrics bar plot across models

5.2 Comparative Analysis
The present study of Alzheimer’s disease and dementia using speech analysis is compared with different

studies in Table 5, and the same is depicted in Fig. 27. The table presents various methods, resources, and
models’ performance in terms of accuracy coefficients. Reviewing the studies, the author underscores the
escalating significance of AI along with machine learning algorithms in the identification of dementia in its
preliminary stage so that appropriate medical intercessions can be initiated. This paper compares various
methods used, their efficiency, and how they differ from the method used in this study.

Table 5: Comparative analysis of related studies

Reference Approach Accuracy Dataset
[7] Artificial Intelligence (AI)-Powered

End-To-End System
73% Dementia Bank Database

[10] VGG BILSTM 78.9% Dementia Bank Database
[16] CNN (Densenet) 73.94% Dementia Bank Database
[22] Average stochastic gradient descent

Weight-Dropped Long Short-Term
Memory (AWD-LSTM)

76.16% Dementia Bank Database

[25] Support Vector Classifier (SVC) 91.67% Dementia Bank Database
[33] Transformer Model 91.4% Dementia Bank Database
[34] PRCNN 85% Dementia Bank Database

Our approach DL-ML fusion 99.99% Dementia Bank Database
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Figure 27: Graph for comparison of accuracy with model

Reference [7] presents an end-to-end system for detecting and assessing Alzheimer’s disease using voice-
based AI. The accuracy of the model was 73%, and the Dementia Bank database was used for training. The
approach employed here is promising. However, the accuracy of each binary division is not exceptionally
high. Therefore, it is possible to improve it. It could be the difficulty the system encounters in distinguishing
early signs of Alzheimer’s disease through speech, where chances are that other factors, such as noise levels
or inconsistency in voice, may hamper the whole process. However, our proposed approach that integrates
deep learning, DL, machine learning, and ML models demonstrates an accuracy of 99.99%, enhancing the
efficacy of current studies. The higher accuracy may be explained by the complex integration of a number of
models that generalize different aspects of speech to provide a better evaluation of the patient’s state.

Reference [10] investigates the detection of Alzheimer’s dementia speech using MM ml using both
audio/text inputs at high/low resolutions employing the VGG BILSTM model. This model had an accuracy
of 78.9%, which, as we can see, is still better than Reference [7] but still less accurate than our proposed
method. A multi-modal input in the form of both audio and text that has been adopted to improve the
performance of dementia detection is a welcome idea but comes with its own hurdles that could hinder the
model’s performance. We anticipated that ideas from both the speech and text-based analysis might be more
comprehensive, but the study demonstrates that further enhancements are needed to improve the accuracy.
Nonetheless, our proposed model is more accurate than that of this study. Perhaps combining deep and
machine learning can enhance the detection of early signs of dementia in the patient’s speech.

In Reference [16], a deep learning-based multi-modal architecture (CNN with Densenet) is used to
classify the presence of dementia signs with an accuracy of 73.94%. Despite its reliance on convolutional
neural networks (CNNs), which outperform fairly well in pattern recognition from images and speech
signals, the fairly low accuracy suggests much leeway in this model. CNNs are robust and flexible, but
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unfortunately, their application in speech analysis is constrained by feature extraction and heavy pre-
processing requirements. It is more likely that the incorporation of deep learning and machine learning
enhances the richness of models that are engined on identifying speech patterns and also those generally
engined for classification, hence enhancing final performance compared to this study.

According to Reference [22], information composition for dementia detection from speech is assessed
employing a weight-dropped long short-term memory (AWD-LSTM). In this model, the accuracy was
76.16%, a little higher than the results of some earlier studies but, again, not as high as those of the current best
model. AWD-LSTM is good for any sequence generation where there exists a temporal relationship between
the data items, for example, in natural language processing, and may not perform well due to issues such as
overfitting or inadequacy in handling complicated speech features. In contrast, within our work, architectures
are combined and differ in the given task, thus providing a more accurate model for the detection of early
signs of dementia with negligible errors.

Under the same category, Reference [25] uses a Support Vector Classifier (SVC) in Alzheimer’s disease
diagnosis, yielding 91.67% accuracy. SVC is a robust classifier, particularly for small to medium data sets,
and its result in this study has been impressive. Nonetheless, it is revealed that SVC tends to perform less
well on huge datasets, more specifically on large-scale, noisy data sets, because of the issues of overfitting.
The accuracy reported in the proposed technique is still lower than the results of SVC, but our revised model
with ML fused with DL methods achieves higher accuracy.

Reference [33] also describes the applicability of a transformer model to enhance the detection
of Alzheimer’s disease according to the speech with 91.4% accuracy. Transformers, with their attention
mechanisms, are able to capture long-range dependencies in the data used in the analysis of the speech data,
but the performance of the transformers is highly determined by the quality and how the data is trained.
Nonetheless, the performance to be reported in this study is high, though not as robust as the experiment
results, we obtained for the DL-ML fusion model, where DL and traditional ML are intelligently integrated
to obtain an outcome that yields near-perfect results.

Kumar et al. [34] employ PRCNN (Pose-ResNet CNN) architecture for dementia detection from speech
with an accuracy of 85%. The PRCNN model is promising because it can handle spatial-temporal features
of the data, but as shown in this research, it is less accurate than other better models, not to mention the
proposed DL-ML fusion model. However, as can be seen from our findings, the hybrid approach employed
in this paper offers a much higher level of Precision and factual accuracy than PRCNN when applied to
certain problems.

Finally, the evaluation of the above-mentioned related models shows that some of the models do have
similar advanced techniques such as deep learning, support vector classifiers, and multi-modal approaches
incorporated into them, but the proposed model, with an accuracy rate of 99.99%, outperforms the others.
It is claimed that this performance is due to the integration of deep learning and machine learning models
to make a more detailed analysis of speech data necessary for the early detection of dementia. The outcomes
reveal the potential for enhancing many existing models, and our strategy is a more effective means of
facilitating precise dementia identification based on voice scrutiny.

6 Discussion
The study discussed in this paper is primarily geared towards improving the accuracy of the diagnosis of

dementia in females using the DL framework integrated with the commonly applied ML algorithm SVM. The
research aims to enhance the diagnostic process of dementia by integrating the strengths of both paradigms
of assessment. Perhaps one of the greatest strengths of this study is the extraction of audio-based features
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from speech samples with an emphasis on the Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients (MFCCs) as helpful in
discriminating between participants with dementia and those with normal cognition. The collected MFCCs
were fairly helpful in identifying the speech features that were the basis of the model.

Incorporating traditional SVM models and more complex deep learning models like CNNs helps
improve the sophistication in detecting more intricate patterns in the audio data. The SVM model that was
used at first for benchmarking was enhanced by varying some of its parameters, such as the C value. The
CNNs complemented their robustness in automatic feature extraction by showing that the technique could
identify complex features without input from human intervention. The idea here to use a voting classifier
that combines the predictions of the two models constitutes a distinct improvement toward the creation of
more accurate diagnostic tools for dementia.

The performance of the hybrid model was very encouraging, with a better accuracy of 99.99% for the
detection of dementia. As such, a performance, albeit potential, requires a critical analysis. A high accuracy
could, therefore, be an implication of overfitting, a phenomenon where the model does very well on training
data but poorly on other new instances. The researchers have pointed this out and insisted that future studies
need to be conducted so as to assert the credibility of this model, for instance, by checking for overfit and
data leakage. Ideally, these results should be replicated in extended sets of data that are different from the
training set since medical diagnosis is a difficult and important task.

A major concern arising from the relatively small number of experimental group cases was the skewed
ratio of cases in the HL and control groups; techniques like data augmentation were useful in trying to balance
the classes. By creating what has been researched as artificial samples, the researchers quite logically made
it a point to balance out the classes, which were dementia and control; this way, it was easier for the model
to train without being quite partial to the more dominant class. Although this process is helpful, it raises a
new problem as to how to keep the augmented data real-like. The next steps of investigation should involve
an extension of the model to the conditions not investigated in this study.

This study has a number of fallows that should not be overlooked: The results of this research are
encouraging, but there are the following shortcomings: First, the Pitt Corpus itself contains 238 control and
298 dementia-related audio files, and it may still be limited to provide enough samples when it comes to
a more specific type of analysis or even when trying to generalize across subjects. The sample subject area
is also small and much more focused than the general population, again restricting the ability to gross all
the speech patterns associated with dementia among the disparate subgroups of the population. A more
extensive population of subjects, especially including people of different ages, origins, and statuses, would
make the results more objective and the final model more appropriate.

In addition, the corpus applied in this study, the Pitt Corpus from the Dementia Bank, is particularly
created for dementia research. Although this principle helps to make sure the data collected will be helpful
in addressing the research objectives, it poses the other threat of demographic bias. The subjects in the
presented analysis may not be generalized to the entire population of patients with dementia. For instance,
the participants may be older or younger and may include few ethnic or social classes. These may impact
both cognitive degradation and speech, in turn possibly altering efficiency when applied to diverse settings
than the Pitt Corpus. This limitation implies that future studies should work towards collecting more diverse
datasets so that results can be generalized to the populace.

One of the limitations of this study is that the data gathered merely includes the audio information; this
basically means that conclusions that can be made on dementia only include those that can be concluded
from the language patterns of the patients. However, as valuable as an analysis of speech may be for
diagnosing or managing dementia, it remains insufficient to describe all aspects associated with dementia,
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including, but not limited to, behavioral changes or other cognitive impairments that may not necessarily be
reflected in speech. Further studies could use multi-modal data, which may include imaging data analyses
as well as clinical patient records, along with behavioral data, to get a more accurate picture of dementia and
better diagnosis in the process.

In summary, this investigation improves a critical aspect of present-day dementia detection, early
diagnostics, and gender-specific differential diagnostics in female patients, owing to the integration of deep
neural network learning with machine learning. Healthcare can benefit from leveraging these approaches,
with the performance of the hybrid model being highly evaluated for detecting dementia using only the
speech of the patients. However, some of the study limitations, like sample size, demographic non-diversity,
and reduced dependence on audio data, should be enhanced in future studies to increase the reliability of
the findings. For future research, efforts should be made to collect more samples, advance in developing
methodologies for better interpretation of the model results, and include more attributes to make the
diagnosis better and more versatile.

6.1 Core Contributions
The main contributions of our study are as follows:

i. Innovative Fusion Approach: Our research is the first to deploy modern and optimized deep learning
(DL) architectures, where we integrate a standard convolutional neural network (CNN) with traditional
machine learning (SVM). This work incorporates the interpretability of SVM with the feature learning
capabilities of DL to develop a new dementia diagnosis model that is more accurate and dependable.

ii. Improved Feature Selection: A notable feature of our efforts is to focus on the Mel-Frequency Cepstral
Coefficients (MFCCs) as characteristics. To avoid setting up a bias and create a balanced distribution of
the data, we were very careful in pre-processing the audio data, which includes time segmentation and
data augmentation. This extensive feature extraction enhances the model’s ability to detect patterns of
speech associated with dementia.

iii. Voting Classifier: One useful innovation is the Voting Classifier, which fuses forecasts from the SVM
and DL models. Such an ensemble method achieves higher dependable and accurate diagnostic tools
by nature of the two mentioned techniques’ complementary strengths. For this investigation’s accuracy,
the fusion technique demonstrated a 100% efficiency in all assessment measures.

iv. Addressing Data Imbalance: Our work also incorporates strategies of managing data imbalance, referred
to as data augmentation techniques. This helps make the diagnostic tool more fair and more rigid
because, for one to be in the majority class, the model cannot be in the same class.

v. Data Augmentation Strategies: Various techniques of data augmentation are illustrated in the work,
including the injection of random noise into the MFCC process. This augmentation, together with
diversity in the training dataset, means that the model is exposed to a variety of speech pattern variances.
Overfitting is another query that is addressed by the improved dataset, which results in a stronger and
wider model.

vi. Interpretability through SVM: Support is given by the interpretable baseline of the SVM, employed
by our ensemble. In this context, SVM has an advantage in that the model can outline clear decision
boundaries since it is easier to understand how the model is arriving at the provided decision. Its inter-
pretability makes it possible to identify the properties defining dementia classification characteristics
and to gain clinician acceptance of the model.

vii. High-Performance Metrics: One of the achievements we consider significant is the fact that the
evaluation metrics include accuracy, Precision, recall, and F1 score are 100% for all the models and
fusion approaches. These high-performance measures show how effectively our method works for the
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dementia and control groups, which is the essential feature in early dementia detection—a new step
forward in practice.
Altogether, these enhancements contribute to integrating optimal methods and aspiring model archi-

tectures for our research in addition to overcoming specific challenges associated with dementia detection
from the spoken words. All these technological components have been integrated systematically to provide
an environment and foundation for future enhancements in fundamentals as well as practical applications.

6.2 Novel Model Design
The main contributions of our study are as follows:

i. Dual Model Fusion: Another approach is the hybrid model, which consists of both CNN and SVM
models, whereby data classification is done using the Voting Classifier. The features achieved from the
structure of deep learning and advantages of the traditional machine learning are beneficial in this dual-
model method. To supplement the SVM, the inclusion of the Percent Increase in Output is discussed
as it provides robustness, while CNN is the most proficient in learning hierarchical features. Together,
it does make a sound improvement of the needs in general performance, but at the same time, it is
nonquestionable for the trade-off.

ii. Fusion of Temporal and Frequency Information: Incorporating this way, our model builds an advanta-
geous and innovative synergy of the frequency-domain features yielded by the SVM and the temporal
features learned by the CNN. The CNN extracts temporal features from speech data by working on raw
audio signals, while the SVM highlights the frequency-based features as it works in the transformed
domain. This kind of temporal and frequency data arrangement enables a better understanding of the
related speech patterns to dementia.

iii. Ensemble Learning for Robustness: Our model is more reliable because we have added an ensemble
learning technique—especially hard voting. The conjunction of CNN and SVM makes the current
model less sensitive to specific misclassifications or individual bias. They also proposed the use of
ensemble methods to enhance the model’s reliability, thus enhancing the diagnostic ability of the model
in case one of the component models fails.

iv. Weighted Categorical Learning: The deep learning part of the model that is applied in this work involves
adaptive class-weighted training with underrepresented class-dementia assigned more weight. Our
method is different in the sense that these weights are adapted in relation to the size of the enhanced
dataset. It ensures flexibility and capacity of the model to optimally change as more features of the
training set emerge, balance, and train for better results.

v. Interpretable Baseline with SVM: The benefit that comes with having an SVM as the ensemble is that it
performs a dual role. This action is cast in addition to interpreting the baseline which is the role that the
SVM plays. The characteristics affecting the categorization of dementia can be understood with the help
of decision boundaries proposed by the Support Vector Machine (SVM). This openness for external
validation is critical if the model is to be deployed to make decisions, especially in clinical practice.

vi. Approaches to Tackle Problems of Overfitting and Limited Data: New innovative methods of data
augmentation are considered at the pre-processing stage by our model. The augmentation is more
advanced compared to other strategies in that random noise is added during the process of creating
MFCC. This method makes the real speech patterns add deliberate modifications to the training set,
thus expanding the model exposure to various patterns. Thus, the obtained model is more ready to flex
changes in the real world and generalize well for new data.
Combined with these advanced design features, we have defined a suitable model that is innovative and

holistic for marking dementia using speech signals. The advancements made by our model for the identified
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area are as follows: Novelty of the approach: The work proposes a series of innovative contributions for the
interaction of a set of multi-type components through the careful weaving of multiple interconnected features
emphasizing robustness, adaptability, and interpretability of the model inferred.

7 Future Directions
After going through multiple pre-processing and model design approaches, we concluded that some

aspects must be improved and added for better patient dementia detection. Some of the points researchers
can take for future studies are shown in Fig. 28.

Figure 28: Future directions for dementia detection

i. Multi-Modal Fusion
Investigate the incorporation of other modalities, including face expressions from video recordings

or textual information from transcriptions. Multi-modal fusion can further enhance the Precision and
resilience of dementia detection by offering a more thorough picture of the cognitive state.

ii. Longitudinal Analysis
Extend the research to incorporate examination of longitudinal data. Monitoring alterations in speech

patterns in the same individuals over time might provide important information about how dementia devel-
ops. Creating dynamic and more individualized diagnostic models can benefit from longitudinal research.

iii. Transfer Learning
Examine whether transfer learning strategies may be applied. On our particular dataset, pre-trained

models from a sizable, varied dataset may be refined, potentially enhancing the effectiveness and perfor-
mance of the deep learning component. This strategy could be beneficial when there is little-labeled data.
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iv. Explainability and Trustworthiness
Improve the model’s interpretability even further. Research on methods that offer a greater in-depth

understanding of the ensemble model’s decision-making process. It is essential, particularly in healthcare
settings where trust and openness are critical.

v. Real-Time Implementation
Modify the model for real-time use, particularly in applications related to telehealth. Enhancing the

model’s accessibility for remote monitoring of dementia patients might involve lowering its computing
complexity and guaranteeing low-latency predictions.

vi. Cross-Cultural and Multingual Validation
Verify the model with various language and cultural groupings. Different communities may have differ-

ent speech patterns and expressions; therefore, expanding the research to include a range of demographics
might improve the model’s generalizability and worldwide application.

vii. Integration with Clinical Assessments
Work with medical experts to include our model in the current clinical evaluations. A more thorough

and dependable diagnostic framework may be produced by fusing the advantages of expert evaluations with
automated diagnostic tool capabilities.

viii. Continuous Model Improvement
Put in place a procedure for iterative model improvement. Update the model frequently with fresh data

and modify its design in response to changing diagnostic standards or discoveries in dementia research.
ix. Ethical Considerations
Examine the ethical issues when using automated diagnostic technologies in detail. Discuss concerns

about informed consent, data privacy, and possible biases in the model’s predictions.
x. Collaboration with Healthcare Institutions
Form alliances with medical facilities to gather and validate vast amounts of data. Working together

can make it easier to acquire various datasets, guaranteeing the model’s efficacy across a range of patient
demographics and healthcare environments.

Using creative and responsible methods, these future directions hope to further our research and
support existing initiatives to enhance dementia awareness and early diagnosis.

8 Conclusion
Early identification of dementia is vital for enhancing patient outcomes and quality of life by promptly

implementing intervention and therapy. This study investigates different models and methodologies for
identifying dementia utilizing multiple data modes, specifically analyzing voice data. Our research intended
to improve diagnostic accuracy and provide a more complete approach to diagnosing dementia by using the
capabilities of DL and ML approaches. Our research aimed to create a novel model architecture that integrates
the powers of a CNN and SVM to analyze voice data for the early detection of dementia. We employed
feature extraction techniques, including MFCCs, Zero-Crossing Rate, Chromagram, and Spectrogram, to
pre-process a varied dataset of audio recordings. These techniques generated inputs for our hybrid model.
This model aims to detect intricate patterns in speech data suggestive of dementia, with the ultimate goal
of enhancing the accuracy of diagnosis and facilitating early intervention for patients. The performance of
our proposed model, which integrates a SVM and CNN within a Voting Classifier architecture, has shown
exceptional success. It achieved a perfect accuracy of 100% for both dementia and control classes, as measured
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by Precision, recall, and F1 score. To assess the durability of our model, we conducted a comparison with
separate SVM and DL models, both of which exhibited a commendable accuracy rate of 99.99%.

It emphasizes the efficacy of our hybrid model in detecting early stages of dementia and the possibility
of enhancing patient results through prompt intervention. A significant achievement of our study is creating
a sophisticated ensemble model that successfully integrates DL and ML approaches to offer a more thorough
and precise method for diagnosing dementia. Our model utilizes spectral and temporal information and
employs an ensemble learning technique to recognize minor variations in speech that indicate cognitive
decline. It has the potential to enable early intervention and enhance patient outcomes. As we further progress
in using computational strategies to diagnose dementia, we must contemplate the ethical consequences
and obligations of creating and using automated diagnostic instruments in healthcare. Transparency and
ethical concerns are crucial in building these models, guaranteeing their responsible and efficient usage in
therapeutic settings.

Our findings pave the way for future research in detecting dementia using many modes of assessment.
Subsequent research could investigate the integration of many modalities, including speech, imaging,
and genetic data, to improve diagnostic Precision and get a more holistic comprehension of dementia.
Furthermore, doing a longitudinal study and implementing our models in real-time within clinical settings
could enhance the early detection and intervention of dementia, thereby enhancing patient outcomes in
the realm of cognitive health. In summary, our research demonstrates a positive advancement in utilizing
computational methods to identify dementia at an early stage. It has the potential to provide advantages for
both patients and healthcare providers.
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ResNet Residual Neural Network
DNN Deep Neural Network
ASGD Averaged Stochastic Gradient Descent
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BiLSTM Bidirectional Long-Short Term Memory
DBN Deep Belief Network
EDA Exploratory Data Analysis
MFCC Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients
RNN Recurrent Neural Networks
AUC-ROC Area under the ROC Curve/Receiver Operating Characteristic
FP/FN False Positive/False Negative
ML Machine Learning
SVM Support Vector Machine
RF Random Forest
LSTM Long Short-Term Memory
AWD-LSTM ASGD Weight-Dropped LSTM
LR Logistic Regression
SVC Support Vector Classifier
BERT Bidirectional Encoder Representations
PRCNN Parallel Recurrent Convolutional Neural Networks
ZCR Zero-Crossing Rate
HPSS Harmonic-Percussive Source Separation
RBF Radial Basis Function
TP/TN True Positive/True Negative
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