Supplementary Table 1. Cross-Sectional Macula-Related Parameters 
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	FRT
	ILM
	mRNFL
	GCL
	IPL
	mRNFL + GCL
	GC-IPL
	GCC
	INL
	OPL
	ONL
	ELM/ OLM
	PhotoR
	IS-OS/EZ
	OSL
	IZ
	RPE
	OPR
	Macula volume
	GCL Volume
	IPL Volume
	INL Volume
	Outer Retina

	AD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AD vs. HCs:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] AD: 159 vs. HCs: 299
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[2] AD: 7, HCs: 8
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[3] AD: 21 vs. HCs: 25
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[4] AD: 20 vs. HCs: 28
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[5] AD: 42 vs. HCs: 45
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[6] tAD: 23 vs. HCs: 70
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[7] AD: 150, HCs: 75
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[8] AD: 43 vs. HCs: 57
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mild AD vs. HCs:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[9] mild AD: 19 vs. HCs: 24 (Mean thickness) 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[9] mild AD: 19 vs. 
HCs: 24 (point by point)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[10] 19 mild AD and 24 HCs.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] Mild AD: 51 vs.  HCs: 299
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] Mild AD: 20 vs. HCs: 49
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk131020361][65] Mild AD: 37, HCs: 29
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Moderate/Severe AD
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] Moderate AD: 67, vs.  HCs: 299
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] Mod AD: 17 vs. HCs: 49
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] Severe AD: 41 vs.  HCs: 299
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MCI
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MCI vs. HCs:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[5] MCI: 48 vs. HCs: 45
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[12] MCI: 24 vs. HCs: 31
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[13] aMCI: 17 vs. HCs: 17
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[14] non-amnestic MCI: 17 vs. HCs: 56
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[14] amnestic MCI: 59 vs. HCs: 56
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] MCI: 29 vs. HCs: 49
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[15] CKD_Low: 13 vs. CKD_High: 99
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[16] aMCI: 54 vs. HCs: 54
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[17] aMCI: 23 vs. HCs: 24
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[8] MCI: 37 vs. HCs: 57
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Multi-Comparisons:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[18] Mild AD: 22 vs. Mod AD: 16 vs. HCs: 62
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[19] MCI: 66 vs. Dementia: 43 vs. HCs: 27
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[19] MCI: 66 vs. AD: 17 vs. DLBs: 16 vs. VCID: 6 vs. FTD: 4 vs. HCs: 27
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[14] amnestic MCI: 59 vs. non-amnestic MCI: 17 vs. HCs: 56
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[20] MCI: 15, mmAD: 15, HCs: 18
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[21] aMCI: 192, AD: 324, HCs: 414
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	FRT
	ILM
	mRNFL
	GCL
	IPL
	mRNFL + GCL
	GC-IPL
	GCC
	INL
	OPL
	ONL
	ELM/ OLM
	PhotoR
	IS-OS/EZ
	OSL
	IZ
	RPE
	OPR
	Macula volume
	GCL Volume
	IPL Volume
	INL Volume
	Outer Retina

	Special Comparison
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[22] EOAD: 15, HCs: 15
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] Severe AD: 41 vs. Mild AD: 51 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[1] Severe AD: 41 vs. Moderate AD: 67
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[14] amnestic MCI: 59 vs. non-amnestic MCI: 17
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] FTD: 17 vs. HCs: 49
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] FTD: 17 vs. Mild AD: 20
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] Mod AD: 17 vs. MCI: 29
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[11] Mod AD: 17 vs. Mild AD: 20
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[23] FTD: 16 vs. HCs: 30
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[23] FTD: 16 vs. HCs: 30 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[24] FTD: 27 vs. HCs: 44
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[24] FTD: 27 vs. HCs: 44 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[25] AD Dementia:14 vs. PD: 19 vs. HCs: 31
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk131024803]Supported by CSF and/or Brain MRI
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[26] : 9 vs. : 11
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[27] CH-PAT: 27 vs. CH-NAT: 16
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[12] APOE-ε4+:10 vs. APOE-ε4-: 18
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk131025053][bookmark: _Hlk128468357][24] Probable tauopathy: 19 vs. HCs: 44
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk131025010][24] TDP-43: 2 vs. HCs: 44
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[24] Unknown pathology: 6 vs. HCs: 44
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk131024821][23] tauopathy: 9 vs. HCs: 30
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	[23] tauopathy: 9 vs. HCs: 30 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Noteworthy, all tables illustrate significant changes by  or  arrows, insignificant changes by , and  for any missing parameters.
See Table 2 for definitions of abbreviations.
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