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Parametric mapping for TSPO PET Supplementary Figure 2
imaging with spectral analysis impulsive
response function

A) Kinetic Spectrum B) Statistics of irreversible EIROIs with irreversible component
8% IROIs without irreversible component

components estimated

N i I L1 2 0 5 1 7 R B L i A L
300 - Irreversible/trapping component 1 with SA
250
5200
g First equilibrating component
sl : HABs
100 T
9 Second equilibrating component |
PRI U WO U SO U WA U W N S ST SR SN U N ST U S U Y

0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

g
C) Data description

12 T T T T T T T

-B-Frontal Lobe|
10

92%

-6-(evebel’um ‘

Activity (kBq/mL)
o

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Time (min)

MABs




Parametric mapping for TSPO PET

imaging with spectral analysis impulsive

response function

Paired t-test to compare
[11C]PRB28 PET SA IRF voxel
estimates before and after
competitive TSPO blockage with
XBD173

Hypothesis: SA IRF baseline > SA
IRF blocking
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Statistics: p-values adjusted for search volume
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Parametric mapping for TSPO PET Supplementary Figure 4
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Paired t-test to compare
[11C]PRB28 PET SA number of
spectral components before and
after competitive TSPO blockage
with XBD173
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Parametric mapping for TSPO PET
imaging with spectral analysis impulsive
response function
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