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The 3-level AMD severity classification  

No AMD (level 0) was coded as 00, early or intermediate AMD (level 1) was coded as 10 and late 

AMD (level 2) was coded as 11 (Table S1) so that the order of classes could be learned. The 

performance metric used was accuracy of predicted labels. The predicted labels were determined 

based on the highest predicted label probability. For the predicted probability of each label: 

𝑃𝑙𝑎𝑏𝑒𝑙 =  {

𝑃(dummy1 = 0) ∗ 𝑃(dummy2 = 0),   𝑖𝑓 00

𝑃(dummy1 = 1) ∗ 𝑃(dummy2 = 0),   𝑖𝑓 10

𝑃(dummy1 = 1) ∗ 𝑃(dummy2 = 1),   𝑖𝑓 11

 

where 𝑃(dummy1 = 0) is the predicted probability of 0 for dummy1 and 𝑃(dummy1 = 1) is the 

predicted probability of 1 for dummy1. It is analogous to dummy2. The label was assigned by the 

highest probability. For example, if 𝑃(dummy1 = 1) ∗ 𝑃(dummy2 = 1)  had the highest 

probability, the predicted label would be late AMD. Then, the accuracy was the number of correct 

predicted labels divided by the sample size. Note that the random accuracy is one out of three, 

0.33. 

 

Table S1. Dummy variables for eye AMD severity at the current visit 

 dummy1 dummy2 

no AMD 0 0 

intermediate AMD 1 0 

late AMD 1 1 

 
 

  



Table S2. The 3-level AMD severity classification accuracy (no AMD, early or intermediate 

AMD and late AMD) 

Fundus images used 

for classification with 

progression cutoff 

Img -> AMDstate -> Risk Img -> AMDstate + Geno -> Risk* 

2 years 0.57 0.58 

3 years 0.56 0.57 

4 years 0.59 0.58 

5 years 0.60 0.60 

6 years 0.60 0.60 

7 years 0.59 0.60 
* Img = fundus images; AMDstate = the AMD severity at the current visit; Risk = the probability of late-AMD 

progression exceeding the cutoff durations; and Geno = 52 reported SNPs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table S3. Youden indices for dichotomizing the prediction of probability of late-AMD progression exceeding 

the cutoff durations for models with fundus image only and six cutoff years 

  2 years 3 years 4 years 5 years 6 years 7 years 

Youden 

indices 

Img -> Risk* 0.69 0.61 0.67 0.50 0.52 0.42 

Img -> AMDstate -> Risk 0.78 0.29 0.43 0.46 0.50 0.34 
* The probability of late-AMD progression exceeding the cutoff durations. 

 

 

  



Figure S1. The number of useable fundus images for prediction before and after the cutoff 

years (2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 years) 
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Figure S2. Four models of convolutional neural network (CNN) for AMD progression time 

prediction. (1) fundus images predicting late-AMD progression exceeding the cutoff durations; 

(2) fundus images + genotypes predicting late-AMD progression exceeding the cutoff durations; 

(3) fundus images both classifying current AMD severity and predicting late-AMD progression 

exceeding the cutoff durations; and (4) fundus images + genotypes both classifying current AMD 

severity and predicting late-AMD progression exceeding the cutoff durations. 
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Figure S3. Density curves of the predicted probability of having late AMD progression time 

before or after each of the six cutoff years for four models. Each column is one model and each 

row is one cutoff year. 

  



Figure S4. ROC curves of the classification of late AMD progression exceeding the cutoff 

duration of 3 years for four models using 200 Caucasians from UK Biobank. The four models 

are (1) fundus images predicting late-AMD progression exceeding 3 years; (2) fundus images + 

genotypes predicting late-AMD progression exceeding 3 years; (3) fundus images both classifying 

current AMD severity and predicting late-AMD progression exceeding 3 years; and (4) fundus 

images + genotypes both classifying current AMD severity and predicting late-AMD progression 

exceeding 3 years. 
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ROC curve

time <3 years vs. time >=3 years

Img−>Risk: AUC=0.66 (0.58−0.73)

Img+Geno−>Risk: AUC=0.78 (0.71−0.84)

Img−>AMDstate+Risk: AUC=0.86 (0.81−0.91)

Img+Geno−>AMDstate+Risk: AUC=0.9 (0.85−0.94)


	Deep-learning-based Prediction of Late Age-Related Macular Degeneration Progression
	*These authors contributed equally

