Supplementary figures
Figure S1. Bland-Altman plot comparing visual MTA and automated hippocampal volume

Bland-Altman Plot: Visual MTA vs. Hippocampal Volume (standardized)
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Figure S2. Scatterplot illustrating the association between visual MTA scores and
hippocampal volume.

Association between visual MTA score and hippocampal volume
Spearman p =0.22, p = 0.085
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Figure S3. Forest plot of intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC) between visual MRI ratings
and automated morphometry measures.

Agreement between visual MRI ratings and automated morphometry
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