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Supplementary Information
Supplementary Figure 1. Secondary cognitive performance trajectories in cognitively unimpaired APOE3Ch carriers compared to non-carriers. Scatterplots showing the correlations between age and naming scores (A), TMTA time (B), TMTB time (C) and Raven (D) scores between groups. β represent the regression estimates for interaction effects, i.e., slope differences between groups, from age, sex and education-adjusted robust regression models. Scatterplots showing the correlation between FDG SUVR z-scores in the anterior cingulate cortex and naming scores (E), TMTA time (F), TMTB time (G) and Raven (H) age-adjusted z-scores in APOE3Ch carriers relative to non-carriers. Dashed horizontal and vertical lines represent the quadrants for positive and negative age-adjusted z-scores, with positive z-scores representing higher values for APOE3Ch carriers than non-carriers. β represent the regression coefficient for the main effect from age, sex and education-adjusted robust regression models.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Study Flow.
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