SUPPLEMENTAL FIGURES

A. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Fovea (<1.0 mm to the Fovea)

AD vs Control

AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Lahme et al. (2018) 36 294 572 38 31.06 5.35 —— -0.30[-0.76, 0.16] 22.39
Bulut et al. (2018) 26 29.04 7.17 26 348 676 ——— -0.83[-1.39, -0.26] 17.05
Wu et al. (2020) 28 4956 2.81 33 5047 2.72 —— -0.33[-0.84, 0.18] 19.76
O’Bryhim et al. (2021) 16 29.83 4.78 19 33.27 4.96 L -0.71[-1.39, -0.02] 12.91
Wang et al. (2021) 62 15.89 534 49 16.18 5.27 —Jl— -005[-043, 0.32] 27.90
Overall e -0.38 [-0.66, -0.10]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.04, I” = 36.57%, H* = 1.58
Testof 6, =0, Q(4)=6.19, p = 0.19
Testof 6 =0: z=-2.65, p=0.01
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B. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Parafovea region (1.0-3.0 mm to the Fovea)
AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Haan et al. (2019) 48 173 15 38 174 12 —i— -0.07[-0.50, 0.35] 15.97
Lahme et al. (2018) 36 50.93 4.05 38 5355 331 —— -0.71[-1.18, -0.24] 14.27
Bulut et al. (2018) 26 4796 4.86 26 51.12 41 ——— -0.70[-1.26, -0.14] 11.42
Yoon et al. (2019) 39 201 23 133 213 15 —— -0.70[-1.07, -0.34] 18.69
Wu et al. (2020) 28 49.37 236 33 50.21 2.1 —u— -0.38[-0.89, 0.13] 12.97
O'Bryhim et al. (2021) 16 50.17 3.41 19 49.71 5.17 —#®—  0.10[-0.56, 0.77] 8.94
Wang et al. (2021) 62 47.7 3.76 49 4986 226 —J— -0.68 [-1.06, -0.29] 17.73
Overall o -0.48 [-0.71, -0.25]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.04, I = 41.55%, H = 1.71
Test of 6; = 6;: Q(6) = 10.51, p=0.10
Testof 6=0:z=-4.12, p =0.00
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Figure S1. Difference in the superficial capillary plexus vessel density between subjects

with Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) and healthy controls

The meta-analyses were conducted with a random-effects model. Horizontal bar indicates 95%

confidence intervals (CI), and the size of the squares denotes the weight attributed to each

article. The diamonds represent the standardized mean differences with the width showing the

95% CI.



MCI vs Control

A. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Fovea (<1.0 mm to the Fovea)

MCI Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Shinetal. (2021) 40 563 3.9 37 78 34 ——— -0.59[-1.05, -0.13] 32.12
Wang et al. (2021) 47 14.09 5.21 49 16.18 5.27 ] -0.40[-0.80, 0.01] 38.86
Wu et al. (2020) 32 50.37 2.33 33 5047 2.72 —l—— -0.04[-0.53, 0.45] 29.02
Overall > -0.36 [ -0.65, -0.07]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.01, I> = 20.69%, H* = 1.26
Test of 8; = 6;: Q(2) =2.69, p =0.26
Testof 6 =0:z=-2.41,p=0.02
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B. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Parafovea region (1.0-3.0 mm to the Fovea)

MCI Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Wang et al. (2021) 47 47.12 335 49 4986 226 —— -0.96 [-1.39, -0.54] 26.45
Zhang et al. (2019) 16 40.67 523 16 445 4.11 L] -0.81[-1.54, -0.09] 20.82
Yoonetal (2019) 37 214 15 133 213 15 —J— 0.07[-0.30, 0.43] 27.45
Wu et al. (2020) 32 50.57 2.57 33 5021 21 —l—— 0.15[-0.33, 0.64] 25.28
Overall e -0.37 [-0.95, 0.21]
Heterogeneity: v = 0.28, I” = 83.08%, H® = 5.91
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(3) = 18.62, p = 0.00
Testof 6=0:z=-1.24, p=0.21
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Figure S2. Difference in the superficial capillary plexus vessel density between subjects

with mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and healthy controls

The meta-analyses were conducted with a random-effects model. Horizontal bar indicates 95%

confidence intervals (ClI), and the size of the squares denotes the weight attributed to each

article. The diamonds represent the standardized mean differences with the width showing the

95% CI.



AD vs MCI

A. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Fovea (<1.0 mm to the Fovea)

AD MCI Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Wu et al. (2020) 28 49.56 2.81 32 50.37 233 —W——— -0.32[-0.83, 0.19] 46.54
Wang et al. (2021) 62 15.89 5.34 47 14.09 5.21 —] 0.34[-0.04, 0.72] 53.46
Overall —_— 0.04[-0.61, 0.68]

Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.16, I = 75.46%, H> = 4.08
Test of 6; = 6;: Q(1) = 4.08, p = 0.04
Testof 6 =0:z=0.11, p = 0.91
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B. Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: Parafovea region (1.0-3.0 mm to the Fovea)

AD MCI Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Yoon etal. (2019) 39 201 23 37 214 15— ——— -0.67[-1.13, -0.20] 32.95
Wu et al. (2020) 28 4937 236 32 50.57 257 —W— -0.48[-1.00, 0.03] 30.97
Wang et al. (2021) 62 47.7 3.76 47 47.12 3.35 ——Jl— 0.16[-0.22, 0.54] 36.08
Overall ——ee -0.31[-0.82, 0.20]

Heterogeneity: ©* = 0.15, I> = 74.42%, H* = 3.91
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(2) = 8.43, p =0.01
Testof 6=0:z=-1.19,p =0.23
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Figure S3. Difference in the superficial capillary plexus vessel density between subjects
with Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) and mild cognitive impairment (MCI)

The meta-analyses were conducted with a random-effects model. Horizontal bar indicates 95%
confidence intervals (ClI), and the size of the squares denotes the weight attributed to each
article. The diamonds represent the standardized mean differences with the width showing the
95% CI.



Foveal Avascular Zone Area: AD vs Control

AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Cirrus 5000 Angioplex
Haan et al. (2019) 48 24 06 38 26 .08 —— -0.29[-0.72, 0.14] 13.50
Yoon et al. (2019) 39 25 13 133 25 .11 —| 1 0.00[-0.36, 0.36] 14.02
Chua et al. (2020) 24 34 14 29 31 12 —— 0.23[-0.31, 0.77] 12.57
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I* = 0.80%, H* = 1.01 > 2 -0.05[-0.29, 0.20]
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(2) = 2.30, p = 0.32
RTVue XR Avanti
Bulut et al. (2018) 26 47 18 26 .33 .08 —— 1.01[ 0.43, 1.58] 12.28
Zabel et al. (2019) 27 32 09 27 21 .07 —— 136 0.77, 1.96] 12.14
O'Bryhim et al. (2021) 16 .368 .077 19 .272 .083 —M—— 1.20[ 047, 1.92] 11.02
OBryhimetal. (2018) 14 364 095 16 275 .06 ———— 1.14[ 0.36, 1.91] 1058
Wang et al. (2021) 62 34 11 49 33 12 — 0.09[-0.29, 0.46] 13.89
Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.24, I’ = 73.34%, H* = 3.75 —al 0.91[ 0.41, 1.42]
Test of 6, = 8;: Q(4) = 19.21, p = 0.00
Overall - 0.54 [ 0.09, 0.99]
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.34, I* = 84.07%, H’ = 6.28
Test of 8, = 8;: Q(7) = 39.73, p = 0.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 11.15, p = 0.00
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Foveal Avascular Zone Area: MCI vs Control

MCI Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Cirrus 5000 Angioplex ‘L
Yoon et al. (2019) 37 24 1133 25 .11 -0.09[-0.46, 0.27] 20.51
Chua et al. (2020) 37 35 12 29 31 12 —l— 0.33[-0.16, 0.82] 16.49
Shin et al. (2021) 40 31 11 37 27 .09 —— 0.40[-0.05, 0.85] 17.65
Heterogeneity: v = 0.04, I = 42.28%, H> = 1.73 o 0.18 [ -0.14, 0.51]
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(2) = 3.38, p=0.18
RTVue XR Avanti
Zhang et al. (2019) 16 247 092 16 271 135 —@—— -0.21[-0.90, 0.49] 11.41
Criscuolo etal. (2020) 27 28 12 29 19 .06 —u— 0.96[ 0.41, 1.51] 14.69
Wang et al. (2021) 47 36 12 49 33 12 — 0.25[-0.15, 0.65] 19.25
Heterogeneity: v* = 0.23, I = 75.41%, H* = 4.07 —l— 0.35[-0.28, 0.98]
Test of 6; = 6;: Q(2) = 7.36, p = 0.03
Overall @ 0.27 [ -0.03, 0.57]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.08, I” = 58.20%, H® = 2.39
Test of 8; = 6;: Q(5) = 11.89, p = 0.04
Test of group differences: Qy,(1) = 0.22, p = 0.64
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Foveal Avascular Zone Area: AD vs MCI

AD MCI Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
Cirrus 5000 Angioplex
Yoon et al. (2019) 39 25 13 37 24 1 | 0.09[-0.36, 0.54] 31.54
Chua et al. (2020) 24 34 14 37 35 12 ] -0.08[-0.59, 0.44] 24.18
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H* = 1.00 e 0.01[-0.32, 0.35]
Testof 6, = 6;: Q(1) = 0.22, p = 0.64
RTVue XR Avanti
Wang et al. (2021) 62 34 11 47 36 .12 B -0.17 [-0.55, 0.20] 44.28
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.00, I’ = %, H* = . e -0.17 [ -0.55, 0.20]
Test of ;= 6;: Q(0) = 0.00,p =.
Overall —_— -0.07[-0.32, 0.18]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(2) = 0.75, p = 0.69
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.53, p = 0.47
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Figure S4. Subgroup analyses comparing studies using Cirrus 5000 Angioplex and
RTVue XR Avanti

The meta-analyses were conducted with a random-effects model. Horizontal bar indicates 95%
confidence intervals (CI), and the size of the squares denotes the weight attributed to each
article. The diamonds represent the standardized mean differences with the width showing the
95% CI. Abbreviation: AD = Alzheimer’s Disease; MCI = Mild Cognitive Impairment



Foveal Avascular Zone Area: AD vs Control

AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
3X3 L
Yoon et al. (2019) 39 25 13 133 25 .M 0.00 [-0.36, 0.36] 14.02
Chua et al. (2020) 24 34 14 29 31 12 —— 0.23[-0.31, 0.77] 12.57
Wang et al. (2021) 62 34 11 49 33 12 0.09[-0.29, 0.46] 13.89
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00 f 0.08-0.16, 0.31]
Testof ;= 6;: Q(2) = 0.49, p = 0.78
6X6
Haan et al. (2019) 48 24 06 38 26 .08 —— -0.29[-0.72, 0.14] 13.50
Bulut et al. (2018) 26 47 18 26 .33 .08 —] 1.01[ 0.43, 1.58] 12.28
Zabel et al. (2019) 27 32 09 27 21 07 —— 1.36[ 0.77, 1.96] 12.14
O'Bryhim et al. (2021) 16 .368 .077 19 .272 .083 —M—— 1.20[ 047, 1.92] 11.02
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.53, I” = 86.42%, H* = 7.37 —_— 0.79[ 0.02, 1.56]
Test of 8, = 6;: Q(3) = 27.42, p = 0.00
Overall o 0.47 [-0.01, 0.95]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.35, I” = 85.39%, H” = 6.85
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(6) = 35.30, p = 0.00
Test of group differences: Qy,(1) = 3.04, p = 0.08
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Foveal Avascular Zone Area: MCI vs Control
MCI Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
3X3
Zhang et al. (2019) 16 247 092 16 271 135 —W—— -0.21[-0.90, 0.49] 11.41
Yoon et al. (2019) 37 24 1133 25 1 —— -0.09[-0.46, 0.27] 20.51
Chua et al. (2020) 37 35 12 29 31 .12 — 0.33[-0.16, 0.82] 16.49
Wang et al. (2021) 47 36 12 49 33 12 —1— 0.25[-0.15, 0.65] 19.25
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.01, I* = 11.07%, H> = 1.12 <> 0.09 [-0.15, 0.33]
Test of 6; = 6;: Q(3) = 3.23, p = 0.36
6X6
Shin et al. (2021) 40 31 A1 37 27 .09 —— 0.40[-0.05, 0.85] 17.65
Criscuolo etal. (2020) 27 28 12 29 .19 .06 — 0.96[ 0.41, 1.51] 14.69
Heterogeneity: ©* = 0.09, I = 58.10%, H* = 2.39 ~al— 0.65[ 0.10, 1.20]
Test of 6, = 6; Q(1) = 2.39, p = 0.12
Overall o 0.27 [-0.03, 0.57]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.08, I = 58.20%, H* = 2.39
Test of 6, = 6: Q(5) = 11.89, p = 0.04
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 3.37, p = 0.07
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Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: AD vs Control

AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
3X3
Lahme et al. (2018) 36 48.77 3.92 38 51.64 3.28 —— -0.80[-1.27, -0.32] 10.68
Yoon et al. (2019) 39 19 23 133 202 16 —— -0.67[-1.04, -0.31] 13.43
Chua et al. (2020) 24 1478 114 29 1566 .96 —— -0.84[-1.41, -0.28] 8.83
Querques et al. (2019) 12 40.66 2.36 32 40.92 1.96 —®—  -0.13[-0.79, 0.54] 7.20
Wang et al. (2021) 62 44.66 3.36 49 46.82 2.08 —— -0.75[-1.14, -0.37] 12.80
Heterogeneity: 7 = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H® = 1.00 <& -0.69 [-0.89, -0.48]
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(4) = 3.36, p = 0.50
6X6
Haan et al. (2019) 48 173 15 38 174 12 —— -0.07[-0.50, 0.35] 11.82
Bulut et al. (2018) 26 455 3.85 26 48.67 3.29 —u— -0.89[-1.45, -0.32] 8.73
Zabel et al. (2019) 27 4742 3.04 27 4815 3.03 —u— -0.24[-0.78, 0.29] 9.38
Wu et al. (2020) 28 4956 2.81 33 50.47 2.72 —— -0.33[-0.84, 0.18] 9.96
O'Bryhim etal. (2021) 16 47 3.03 19 46.42 3.66 ——— 0.17[-0.50, 0.84] 7.17
Heterogeneity: 7 = 0.05, I> = 41.63%, H> = 1.71 < -0.27[-0.59, 0.04]
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(4) =7.06, p=0.13
Overall <o -0.48[-0.70, -0.27]
Heterogeneity: ° = 0.06, I* = 48.21%, H> = 1.93
Test of 8, = 6;: Q(9) = 17.51, p = 0.04
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 4.78, p = 0.03
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Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: MCI vs Control

MCI Control Cohen's d Weight

Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
3X3

Zhang et al. (2019) 16 40.67 523 16 445 4.11 —u— -0.81[-1.54, -0.09] 10.39
Yoon et al. (2019) 37 203 15 133 202 16 —- 0.06 [-0.30, 0.43] 14.14
Chua et al. (2020) 37 1494 102 29 1566 .96 —— -0.72[-1.23, -0.22] 12.73
Querques et al. (2019) 12 4213 126 32 40.92 1.96 —l—— 0.67[-0.01, 1.35] 10.83
Wang et al. (2021) 47 44 3.07 49 46.82 2.08 —— -1.08[-1.51, -0.65] 13.51
Heterogeneity: v* = 0.42, I” = 86.55%, H® = 7.44 -l -0.39[-1.01, 0.23]

Test of 6, = 6 Q(4) = 28.34, p = 0.00

6X6

Wu et al. (2020) 32 50.37 2.33 33 5047 2.72 —l— -0.04[-0.53, 0.45] 12.89
Shin et al. (2021) 40 14 39 37 163 25 — [ -0.70[-1.16, -0.24] 13.17
Criscuolo et al. (2020) 27 44.92 5.04 29 4812 4.53 —— -0.67[-1.21, -0.13] 12.33
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.08, I = 55.06%, H* = 2.23 P -0.47 [ -0.89, -0.04]

Test of 6, = 6: Q(2) =4.46, p = 0.11

Overall o -0.42[-0.81, -0.03]
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.24, I* = 79.29%, H* = 4.83

Test of 6, = 6 Q(7) = 32.94, p = 0.00

Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.04, p = 0.84
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Superficial Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: AD vs MCI
AD MCI Cohen's d Weight

Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
3X3

Yoon et al. (2019) 39 19 23 37 203 15 —— -0.67[-1.13, -0.20] 22.08
Chua et al. (2020) 24 1478 1.14 37 14.94 1.02 —M—— -0.15[-0.66, 0.36] 20.29
Querques et al. (2019) 12 40.66 2.36 12 42.13 1.26 | -0.78 [-1.61, 0.05] 12.15
Wang et al. (2021) 62 44.66 3.36 47 44 3.07 —J— 0.20[-0.18, 0.58] 25.05
Heterogeneity: ° = 0.15, I = 68.57%, H* = 3.18 i -0.29[-0.75, 0.17]

Test of 6, = 6; Q(3) = 10.14, p = 0.02

6X6

Wu et al. (2020) 28 49.56 2.81 32 50.37 2.33 —— -0.32[-0.83, 0.19] 20.43
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.00, I = .%, H* = . —_— -0.32[-0.83, 0.19]

Test of 6, = 6: Q(0) =0.00,p =.

Overall - -0.29[-0.64, 0.07]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.10, I* = 59.25%, H* = 2.45

Test of 6, = 6;: Q(4) = 10.29, p = 0.04

Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.01, p = 0.94
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Deep Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: AD vs Control

AD Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
3X3
Lahme et al. (2018) 36 55.35 3.16 38 56.72 2.21 —Jl— -0.50[-0.97, -0.04] 17.24
Chua et al. (2020) 24 2042 1.6 29 2154 155 —— -071[-1.27, -0.15] 16.81
Querques et al. (2019) 12 43.78 1 32 4577 1.77 —l—  |-1.24[-1.95, -0.53] 15.99
Wang et al. (2021) 62 49.42 3.4 49 50.89 2.86 —- -0.46[-0.84, -0.08] 17.56
Heterogeneity: ©* = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00 <© |-061[-0.86, -0.37]
Testof 6,=6;: Q(3)=3.91,p=0.27
6X6
Zabel et al. (2019) 27 4395 515 27 49.46 4.27 —— | -1.16[-1.74, -059] 16.71
Wu et al. (2020) 28 431 275 33 5228 2.89 —jl— -3.25[-4.01, -2.48] 15.69
Heterogeneity: ©° = 2.05, I> = 94.49%, H® = 18.14 e | -2 19 [ -4.23, -0.15]
Test of 6, = 6;; Q(1) = 18.14, p = 0.00
Overall —~=al> | -1.19[-2.00, -0.38]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.93, I* = 92.38%, H® = 13.12
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(5) = 46.15, p = 0.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) =2.26, p=0.13
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Deep Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: MCI vs Control

MCI Control Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% ClI (%)
3X3
Zhang et al. (2019) 16 49.51 4.66 16 50.05 2.75 ———  -0.14[-0.83, 0.55] 11.14
Chua et al. (2020) 37 20.81 1.65 29 2154 1.55 —— -0.45[-0.95, 0.04] 15.27
Querques et al. (2019) 12 45.05 1.26 32 45.77 1.77 —— -0.44[-1.11, 023] 1157
Wang et al. (2021) 47 4957 2.89 49 50.89 2.86 - -0.46 [-0.86, -0.05] 17.37
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.00, I> = 0.00%, H* = 1.00 <o -0.41[-0.67, -0.15]
Test of 6, = 6; Q(3) = 0.67, p = 0.88
6X6
Wu et al. (2020) 32 48.09 3.88 33 5228 289 —M— -1.23[-1.76, -0.70] 14.41
Shin et al. (2021) 40 255 19 37 256 1.8 — ] -0.05[-0.50, 0.39] 16.35
Criscuolo et al. (2020) 27 45.13 6.67 29 50.58 4.69 — -0.95[-1.50, -0.40] 13.90
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.32, I = 82.82%, H® = 5.82 —l—— -0.73 [ -1.44, -0.02]
Test of 6, = 6 Q(2) = 12.53, p = 0.00
Overall @ -0.53[-0.85, -0.22]
Heterogeneity: v* = 0.10, I = 59.68%, H* = 2.48
Test of 6; = 6;: Q(6) = 14.71, p = 0.02
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.70, p = 0.40
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Deep Capillary Plexus Vessel Density: AD vs MCI

AD MCI Cohen's d Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
3X3
Chua et al. (2020) 24 2042 1.6 37 20.81 1.65 —l— -0.24[-0.75, 0.28] 26.09
Querques et al. (2019) 12 43.78 112 4505 126 ——— -1.12[-1.98, -0.26] 20.69
Wang et al. (2021) 62 49.42 3.4 47 4957 289 —— -0.05[-0.43, 0.33] 27.97
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.14, I = 63.65%, H* = 2.75 —~— -0.35[-0.88, 0.18]

Test of 6, = 6;: Q(2) = 4.98, p = 0.08

6X6
Wu et al. (2020) 28 431 275 32 48.09 3.88 —l— -1.47[-2.04, -0.90] 25.25
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.00, I° = .%, H* = —— -1.47 [ -2.04, -0.90]

Test of 6, = 6;: Q(0) =0.00, p =.

Overall —l— -0.68[-1.37, 0.01]
Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.40, I = 84.14%, H* = 6.31
Test of 6, = 6;: Q(3) = 19.43, p = 0.00

Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 7.87, p = 0.01
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Figure S5. Subgroup analyses comparing studies with macular scan size of 3x3 mm and
6X6 mm

The meta-analyses were conducted with a random-effects model. Horizontal bar indicates 95%
confidence intervals (Cl), and the size of the squares denotes the weight attributed to each
article. The diamonds represent the standardized mean differences with the width showing the
95% CI. Abbreviation: AD = Alzheimer’s Disease; MCI = Mild Cognitive Impairment



