Table 3. List of Included Studies

Study Study Type Imaging Mean of Definition of  Total No. No. of Eyes Average Mean + SE of Mean + SE of GA Horizontal Shift
Method  Age at Minimum of Eyes in Groups Length of Baseline GA Area Effective Radius (yrs)
Baseline GA Lesion (Patients) Follow-up  (mm?) Growth Rate (mm/yr)
(yrs) size (mos)
Allingham et al, 2016* Retrospective  FAF 79.1 1.0 mm? 49 (30) Unifocal: 30 15.6 Unifocal: 8.13+1.04" Unifocal: 0.156+0.026 Unifocal: 12.0
observational Multifocal: 19 Multifocal: 6.65+1.07" Multifocal: 0.171+0.040  Multifocal: 7.2

Domalpally et al, 20132  Prospective CFP 69.7 1.33 mm? 583 (503) Unifocal: 458 48 Unifocal: 2.80+0.18 Unifocal: 0.147+0.007 Unifocal: 7.2
AREDS interventional Multifocal: 125 Multifocal: 4.38+0.29 Multifocal: 0.237+0.015  Multifocal: 6.3
NCTO00000145

Hariri et al, 2015° Prospective OCT 79.7 125 pmin 108 (108) Unifocal: 47 18 Unifocal: 7.84+0.71 Unifocal: 0.142+0.015 Unifocal: 11.7
MAHALO interventional diameter Multifocal: 61 Multifocal: 5.78+0.46 Multifocal: 0.222+0.028  Multifocal: 6.9
NCT01229215

Holz et al, 2018* Prospective FAF 78.0 1.27 mm? 274 (274) Unifocal: 53 11 Unifocal: 8.56+0.54" Unifocal: 0.173+0.013 Unifocal: 12.3
Chroma interventional Multifocal: 221 Multifocal: 7.83+0.26" Multifocal: 0.218+0.008  Multifocal: 8.0
NCT02247479

Holz et al, 2018* Prospective FAF 78.0 1.27 mm? 291 (291) Unifocal: 68 11 Unifocal: 7.78+0.42" Unifocal: 0.177+0.011 Unifocal: 11.7
Spectri interventional Multifocal: 223 Multifocal: 7.49+0.28" Multifocal: 0.211+0.007  Multifocal: 7.8
NCT02247531

Keenan et al, 2018° Prospective CFP 74.9 0.146 mm? 1181 (869) Unifocal: 881 54 Unifocal: 4.24+0.117# Unifocal: 0.144+0.005 Unifocal: 8.6
AREDS2 interventional Multifocal: 300 Multifocal: 4.52+0.19T%  Multifocal: 0.203+0.006  Multifocal: 6.1
NCTO00345176

Klein et al, 2008° Prospective CFP 80.8 175 umin 53 (32) Unifocal: 46 60 Unifocal: 5.94+0.76 Unifocal: 0.107+0.016 Unifocal: 9.7
BDES observational diameter Multifocal: 7 Multifocal: 2.02+0.46 Multifocal: 0.262+0.028  Multifocal: 4.8

Marsiglia et al, 20137 Retrospective  FAF 81.9 300 pm in 126 (92) Unifocal: 21 20 Unifocal: 4.00+0.63* Unifocal: 0.041+0.018 Unifocal: 7.7

observational diameter Multifocal: 105 Multifocal: 4.40+0.28% Multifocal: 0.112+0.007  Multifocal: 5.6

Monés et al, 2018° Prospective FAF 78.1 250 pmin 128 (128) Unifocal: 42 37 Unifocal: 9.30+£1.16 Unifocal: 0.142+0.013 Unifocal: 12.8
GAIN observational diameter Multifocal: 86 Multifocal: 6.34+0.63 Multifocal: 0.208+0.014  Multifocal: 7.2
NCT01694095

Rosenfeld et al, 2018°  Prospective FAF 77.1 1.25 mm? 104 (104) Unifocal: 328 24 Unifocal: 7.38+0.69"* Unifocal: 0.147+0.016 Unifocal: 11.4
SEATTLE interventional Multifocal: 728 Multifocal: 7.95+0.46T%  Multifocal: 0.186+0.016  Multifocal: 7.9
NCT01802866

Schmitz-Valckenberg Prospective FAF 76.9 1.25 mm? 506 (506) Unifocal: 123 12 Unifocal: 5.87+0.42" Unifocal: 0.117+0.022 Unifocal: 10.0

et al, 2016%° observational Multifocal: 383 Multifocal: 7.47+0.26" Multifocal: 0.191+0.010  Multifocal: 7.7
GAP
NCT00599846

Yehoshua et al., Prospective OCT 83.0 0.12 mm? 86 (64) Unifocal: 23 13 Unifocal: 6.75+1.09 Unifocal: 0.107+0.014 Unifocal: 10.7

20114 observational Multifocal: 63 Multifocal: 3.80+0.43 Multifocal: 0.181+0.012  Multifocal: 5.5

AREDS = Age-Related Eye Disease Study; BDES = Beaver Dam Eye Study; CFP = color fundus photography; FAF = fundus autofluorescence; FAM = Fundus Autofluorescence in Age-related Macular Degeneration; GAIN =
Geographic Atrophy Progression in Patients With Age-Related Macular Degeneration; GAP = Geographic Atrophy Progression; OCT = optical coherence tomography; SE = standard error; SEATTLE, safety and efficacy

assessment treatment trials of emixustat hydrochloride.

"Data was obtained directly from the authors in the original study.
tThe mean baseline GA area was calculated mathematically from the reported annual growth rate of GA area and square root of GA area.
*Standard deviation of the baseline GA size in the group was not reported and was estimated as the standard deviation of the entire population in the corresponding study.
SFor Rosenfeld et al., we estimated the number of eyes in the unifocal and multifocal GA group as [the percentage of eyes receiving placebo and with follow-ups of GA size] x [total number of eyes in the corresponding focality

group].
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