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conducted by raters with high inter-rater
reliability (ICC(2) > 0.85, ICC(3) > 0.90)

Longitudinal Protocol

A randomized procedure was implemented to blind raters to the information about ID and
timepoints. To make consistent decision across two timepoints, the brain pairs were traced
simultaneously and slice by slice

Statistical Analyses

Test-retest Reliability Using Intraclass Correlation Coefficient: Two way mixed-effect single

ANOVA model that assumes non-independent observation (ICC3,1; Shrout and Fleiss, 1979 [7])
was conducted for Hc subfield volumes across two visits

Bias Evaluation: To determine if measurement error correlates with size of Hc subfields we
implemented Bland-Altman Plots. Pearson correlation and one sample t-test were conducted to
assess the measurement bias. Bar-graphs and boxplots were plotted to visualize the ICC(3)
measures and sensitivity of the method in capturing individual differences, respectively. Error
bars represent 95% confidence intervals.

Over one month, assessing test-retest reliability of Hc subfield measures obtained with manual tracing, we found:
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Consistency is high over one month
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