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Supplementary Figure 5. Impact of partial volume correction on PET results. Top left, scatter plots showing uncorrected (NC, x-axis) versus partial volume corrected (PVC, y-axis) values for PET variables indicated in figure titles, with line of unity. Top right, table summarizing outputs for bivariate linear models of PVC versus NC PET variables. While PVC increased the dynamic range of both baseline and slope PET variables, NC and PVC values were highly correlated (R2>0.83). Bottom, correlation matrices show top-line findings (i.e., correlations between PET and other variables in this study) for NC (left) and PVC (right) PET data, in the full sample (top) and in carriers only (bottom). Value of each cell is the Spearman correlation coefficient, indicated also by color scale; cells filled with color were significant at p<0.05. While correlation coefficients varied slightly before and after PVC, the results were consistent and suggest that PVC did not introduce systematic bias that would have affected our results or conclusions.  EC=entorhinal cortex; IT=inferior temporal cortex; PC=precuneus. PIB=global PiB DVR.
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Linear model summaries

PVC ~NC

R2 B BSE Intercept Intercept SE
PIB 0.983 1.987 0.052 -0.949 0.061
PIBslope 0.839 1.661 0.152 0.011 0.005
PCTAU 0.931 1.818 0.097 -0.899 0.115
ECTAU 0.985 1.549 0.038 -0.571 0.045
ITTAU 0.941 1.525 0.075 -0.54 0.089
ECTAUslope 0.916 1.424 0.09 -0.002 0.004
ITTAUslope 0.967 1.639 0.063 -0.002 0.003
PCTAUslope 0.974 1.992 0.067 0 0.006
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