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Figure S1. Model assumptions for the outer nasal macular thickness using the performance package.
'DHARMa residual
QQ piot residuals Within-greup deviation from uniformity n 5.
Levene Test for homageneity of variance ns.
o _ -
s I
= " e S S | : : H
ER §
g E E
i ¢
3
;
o
e |
S
T T T T T ]
00 02 04 08 08 0
Expecled calPred
HARM nangarametc person e v s of
Q0 plot residuale prstrvini i pnpieie Outiertost n.s.
“ - R
e
- 1 _ - d b . o
E f E
H H
£ £
. [Iﬂ][ll]] L1 .
r T T T T 1 r T T T T 1
08 o8 10 12 4 18 00 0z 04 08 08 10

‘Simulatad valuas, red line = itsd model. p-valse (two.sided) = 0.952 Residuals (cutiers ara marked red)

Figure S2. Residual diagnostics using DHARMa for the outer nasal macular thickness.
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Figure S3. Model assumptions for the inner nasal macular thickness using the performance package.
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Figure S4. Residual diagnostics using DHARMa for the inner nasal macular thickness.
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Figure S5. Model assumptions for the best corrected visual acuity using the performance package.
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Figure S6. Residual diagnostics using DHARMa for the best corrected visual acuity.



Table S1. Pairwise Consecutive Contrasts of Outer Nasal and Inner Nasal Macular Thickness (um) and Best
Corrected Visual Acuity (LogMAR) (Sidak-adjusted).

Outer Nasal Macular Thickness

|

‘ Contrast H Estimate (A Mean) H SE H df H t-value HAdjusted p-value‘
0.5 yr - baseline | -10.50 | 113 ][ 90.3 | -0.930 | 0.953 |
[1yr-0.5yr | -12.17 | 122 ] 93.0 | -0.99 | 0.934 |
15yrs-1yr | -10.62 | 13.2 ] 91.3 || -0.806 || 0.979 |
Ryrs-15yrs | -3.57 | 13.5 ] 90.3 || -0.265 || 1.000 |
R25yrs-2yrs | 12.11 | 14.1 ][ 90.9 || 0.857 | 0.970 |
Byrs-25yrs | -7.25 | 14.6 || 90.3 | -0.498 | 0.999 |
B5yrs-3yrs | 5.79 | 159 ][ 90.9 || 0.364 | 1.000 ]
‘ Inner Nasal Macular Thickness |
‘ Contrast H Estimate (A Mean) H SE H df H t value HAdjusted p-ValueI
0.5 yr - baseline | -8.45 | 11.9 ][ 90.6 || -0.707 | 0.990 |
1yr-0.5yr | -16.38 | 129 ][ 93.4 | -1.268 | 0.805 |
15yrs-1yr | -9.50 | 13.9 ][ 91.7 || -0.681 | 0.992 |
Ryrs-15yrs | -6.43 | 143 ][ 90.6 || -0.450 | 0.999 ]
R5yrs-2yrs | 14.70 | 15.0 ][ 91.2 ] 0.982 | 0.939 ]
Byrs-25yrs | -13.92 | 15.4 | 90.6 || -0.902 | 0.960 |
35yrs-3yrs | 8.39 | 16.8 || 91.4 || 0.499 | 0.999 |
‘ Best Corrected Visual Acuity |
Contrast (]'Efit;l:s?f;l(;‘eg/[;:?;) SE df | tvalue || Adjusted p-value

0.5 yr - baseline | -0.045 10.070 || 91.4 || -0.636 | 0.995 |
1yr-05yr | -0.171 10.076] 93.4 || -2.251 | 0.173 |
15yrs-1yr | 0.203 10.082] 92.1 || 2.480 | 0.100 |
Ryrs-15yrs | 0.039 10.084][ 91.4 || 0.459 | 0.999 ]
R5yrs-2yrs | -0.173 10.088 91.8 | -1.976 | 0.308 |
Byrs-25yrs | 0.112 10.090][ 91.4 || 1.244 | 0.819 |
35yrs-3yrs | 0.032 10.099] 92.5 || 0.322 | 1.000 |

Yr=year, yrs=years, A Mean=mean difference, SE=Standard Error, df=degrees of freedom




