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Figure 1. Amyloid-PET SUVR distribution unsmooth/smooth across all brain Figure 2. SUVR difference between unsmooth — smooth (relative to their average) in all brain regions (top row) and associated significance of each

regions (top row) and their agreement (bottom row) with cerebellum grey matter regional difference (bottom row).
(left) or whole cerebellum reference region.

SUVR significantly differed between smoothed/raw (Wilcoxon signed-rank test, p < 0.05) with both reference regions.

* SUVR differences between smoothing levels = regionally limited (Figure 1A), relative difference = -0.149% (GC) or +0.988% p‘v
(WHC). Differences have small size effects = Cohen’s d = -0.014 (GC) and 0.046 (WHC). AD
* A strong correlation (Figure 1B) across smoothing levels both regarding GC (r = 0.984, p < 0.05) and WHC (r = 0.985, p < 0.05). Aizheimer's Disease
* SUVR relative differences between smoothing levels within 5% threshold, not reaching significance (Figure 2) correcting for Ac"&‘;ﬁ'ﬁiﬁ‘:ﬁ:z‘t&';Fj;’ﬁiﬁ:j;ﬁf:;ejnf;gf i;g:;zzr;z;'en:to,‘\'lzﬁve
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