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Table S1: Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

 

In- and exclusion criteria MCI Old 

- 50 – 80 years of age X X 

- Native German speakers X X 

- No severe untreated medical, neurological or psychiatric diseases X X 

- No contraindication to Magnetic Resonance Imaging X X 

- No medication affecting central nervous system X X 

- No recreational drug use X  

- daily consumption of > 50 g of alcohol or > 10 cigarettes X X 

- No signs of subjective cognitive decline  X 

- No signs of dementia (MMSE of ≥ 26 (1) and Consortium to Establish a Registry 

for Alzheimer’s Disease test battery (CERAD; Memory Clinic Basel, 

www.memoryclinic.ch (2)) < 1.5 standard deviation of age/education norms) 

 X 

- Diagnosis of mild cognitive impairment § X  

- No Depression as monitored with Beck’s Depression Inventory II (exclusion if 

BDI-scores ≥ 13 (3)) 

 X 

- No psychiatric comorbidities as monitored with State-Trait Anxiety Inventory 

(exclusion if STAI-X 1 score ≥ 40 (4)) 

 X 

- No severe sleep disturbances X X 

- No tumor or previous stroke as detected by acquired imaging X X 

 

§ MCI patients had to fulfill core clinical criteria for the diagnosis of MCI outlined by Petersen 

and others (5–7) which did not involve novel biomarkers as suggested in more recent MCI 

criteria (8). Per criteria, MCI was required to report subjective and objective memory 

complaints, which were confirmed by standardized neuropsychological testing using CERAD 

and the Verbal Learning and Memory Test (VLMT (9)), but with preserved general function 

(MMSE>26), maintained independence and minimal if any impairment of function in daily life. 

Further, clinical assessment and structural MRI revealed no systemic or brain diseases 

accounting for declined cognition. Patients diagnosed with amnestic or amnestic plus MCI (in 

the following referred to as MCI) were included. 

 

http://www.memoryclinic.ch/
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Table S2: Neuropsychological test battery 

Verbal memory 

- German version of the Auditory Verbal 

Learning Test (VLMT (9))  

Visual constructive memory 

- Rey Osterrieth complex figure (10) 

Working memory 

- Wechsler Memory Scale (11) 

Executive function 

- Stroop color-word test (12) 

- Trail Making Test Part B (13) 

Attention 

- Alters-Konzentrations-Test (AKT (14)) 

- Trail Making Test Part A (13) 

 

S1 Appendix: Sleep and Activity assessment 

 

Actigraph 

For descriptive activity analysis we scored the data using Freedson VM3 Combination 

algorithm (15). The ActiLife software provides with the possibility to score sleep data. Sleep 

scoring is based on the amount of activity counts per epoch and on the directionality of the 

sensors. Sleep onset and awakening time were rated visually by observation of a sharp decrease 

or increase of signal (16) by two independent and experienced raters and controlled with sleep 

diaries administered to the patients before accelerometry assessment. For automated sleep 

scoring we used the Cole-Kripke algorithm. ActiLife software then automatically calculates 

total time in bed, total sleep time, sleep latency, number of arousals, average duration of 

awakening and wake after sleep onset.  

 

Subjective sleep assessment 

Self-administered questionnaires are a tool widely used in sleep research. While being prone to 

recall-bias they provide some insights about the habitual sleep patterns in addition to self-
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perceived sleep quality. The Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI (17)) is an instrument with 

good reliability (18) which primarily focuses on reasons for bad sleep as well as sleep time.  

 

S2 Appendix: Statistical Appendix 

 

Wavelet functions 

In wavelet analysis, the full set of wavelet basis functions is generated from a single wavelet 

h(t), sometimes called the “mother” wavelet. Details are described in (34) pp. 56. In discrete 

wavelet analysis, time t changes in discrete steps. Since before further analysis the activity data 

were averaged over epochs of 5 minutes, t runs from t=0 to t=287 where t=0 corresponds to 

0:00 (12 am), t=1 corresponds to 0:05 (12:05 am) and finally t=287 corresponds to 23:55 (11:55 

pm). The Daubechies “mother” wavelet ht=h(t) of length 10 (d10), that generates all other 

wavelet basis functions, has only 10 contiguous non-vanishing values. For smoothing, we used 

the low-pass part 𝑌𝑙𝑝 of the wavelet transform matrix (the subscript lp stands for “low-pass 

filter”). The columns of 𝑌𝑙𝑝 are the basis functions used in function-on-scalar regression. The 

column vectors of 𝑌𝑙𝑝 form a set of orthonormal basis functions. An activity record of a study 

participant for a 24h period is represented as a vector 𝑥 with 288 components. The smoothed 

data vector  𝑥𝑠𝑚 of a 24 h activity record 𝒙 is 

𝑥𝑠𝑚 = 𝑌𝑙𝑝𝑌𝑙𝑝
𝑡 𝑥 

where 𝑌𝑙𝑝
𝑡  denotes the transposed matrix of 𝑌𝑙𝑝 and juxtaposition of matrices means matrix 

multiplication. 

 

Function on scalar regression 

We can re-express model equation  

𝑥𝑖𝑗(𝑡) = 𝑏𝑖 + 𝛽0(𝑡) + ∑ 𝛽𝑘(𝑡)𝜉𝑖𝑘 +

𝑝

𝑘=1

𝜀𝑖𝑗(𝑡);   𝑖 = 1, … , 𝑁;   𝑗 = 1, … , 𝑗𝑖;   𝑡 = 0, … , 287.     [1] 
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using the expansion of the coefficient functions 𝛽𝑘  

𝛽𝑘 = 𝛾𝑘
 𝑌𝑙𝑝

𝑡    𝑘 = 0, … , 𝑝  [2] 

in matrix notation: 

𝑋 = 𝑏 + 𝛯𝛾  𝑌𝑙𝑝
𝑡 + 𝜀         [3] 

X, b, Ξ, γ and ε are constructed from vectors and matrices in [1] by row stacking: 

 

𝑋 = (
𝑋1

⋮
𝑋𝑁

)   with 

𝑋1 = (

𝑥11(0) ⋯ 𝑥11(287)
⋮  ⋮

𝑥1𝑗1
(0) ⋯ 𝑥1𝑗1

(287)
) , …. , 𝑋𝑁 = (

𝑥𝑁1(0) ⋯ 𝑥𝑁1(287)
⋮  ⋮

𝑥𝑁𝑗𝑁
(0) ⋯ 𝑥𝑁𝑗𝑁

(287)
). 

and 

𝑏 = (
𝐵1

⋮
𝐵𝑁

)   with 

𝐵1 = (
𝑏1 ⋯ 𝑏1

⋮  ⋮
𝑏1 ⋯ 𝑏1

) ∈ ℝ𝑗1⨯288, … , 𝐵𝑁 = (
𝑏𝑁 ⋯ 𝑏𝑁

⋮  ⋮
𝑏𝑁 ⋯ 𝑏𝑁

) ∈ ℝ𝑗𝑁⨯288 

𝐵1 is a constant matrix with 𝑗1 rows and 288 columns and 𝐵𝑁 is a constant matrix with 𝑗𝑁 rows 

and 288 columns. Note, ji is the number of full 24 hours activity records case i contributed to 

the sample. 

𝛯 = (
𝛯1

⋮
𝛯𝑁

)   with 

𝛯1 = (

1 𝜉11 ⋯ 𝜉1𝑝

⋮ ⋮  ⋮
1 𝜉11 ⋯ 𝜉1𝑝

) ∈ ℝ𝑗1⨯(𝑝+1), … , 𝛯𝑁 = (

1 𝜉𝑁1 ⋯ 𝜉𝑁𝑝

⋮ ⋮  ⋮
1 𝜉𝑁1 ⋯ 𝜉𝑁𝑝

) ∈ ℝ𝑗𝑁⨯(𝑝+1). 
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Note, 𝛯𝑖 (i=1, … ,N) consists of 𝑗𝑖 identical rows that contain the values of the covariates of 

case i.   

𝛾 = (

𝛾0

⋮
𝛾𝑝

) ∈ ℝ(𝑝+1)⨯18 

𝜀 = (

𝜀1

⋮
𝜀𝑁

)   with 

𝜀1 = (

𝜀11(0) ⋯ 𝜀11(287)
⋮  ⋮

𝜀1𝑗1
(0) ⋯ 𝜀1𝑗1

(287)
) , … , 𝜀𝑁 = (

𝜀𝑁1(0) ⋯ 𝜀𝑁1(287)
⋮  ⋮

𝜀𝑁𝑗𝑁
(0) ⋯ 𝜀𝑁𝑗𝑁

(287)
) 

The model equation [3] is not in standard form of a mixed model equation since on the left hand 

side is a matrix with ∑ 𝑗𝑖
𝑁
𝑖=1  rows and 288 columns and not a column response vector. In order 

to convert [3] in the standard form of a mixed model equation, we must apply the vectorization 

operator vec to both sides. Vectorising a matrix A means stacking the columns of A into one 

column vector. The vec-operator is linear and has the following property ((36) Theorem 2, p. 

35): Let A, B, C matrices for which the product ABC exists, then 

vec(𝐴𝐵𝐶) = (𝐶𝑡 ⊗ 𝐴)vec(𝐵),  [4] 

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product (c.f. (36) Chapter 2, p. 31). 

Applying this theorem to equation [3] leads to 

vec(𝑋) = vec(𝑏) + (𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗  𝛯)vec(𝛾) + vec(𝜀) [5] 

The estimation 𝛾 of the fixed effects parameters in vec(𝛾) can be carried out using the function 

lme from the R package nlme. Further, 

𝑌𝑙𝑝𝛾𝑡 = (

�̂�0(0) ⋯ �̂�𝑝(0)

⋮  ⋮
�̂�0(287) ⋯ �̂�𝑝(287)

) = (�̂�0
𝑡, … , �̂�𝑝

𝑡) 

is a matrix with 288 rows and p+1 columns where the columns are estimates of the coefficient 

functions in model equation [1]. The R function vcov returns the covariance matrix �̂� of vec(𝛾). 

Let 𝐾 = (𝑘0, … , 𝑘𝑝)𝑡 be any real vector of length p+1 then 
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�̂� = 𝐾𝑡 (
𝛽0̂

⋮
𝛽�̂�

)=𝐾𝑡𝛾𝑌𝑙𝑝
𝑡  [6] 

is an arbitrary linear combination of the coefficient functions. Applying again [4] gives 

�̂� = vec(�̂�)  = vec(𝐾𝑡𝛾𝑌𝑙𝑝
𝑡 ) = (𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗ 𝐾𝑡) vec(𝛾) [7] 

From [7] follows that the covariance matrix of �̂� is 

Cov( �̂�)= (𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗ 𝐾𝑡)�̂�(𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗ 𝐾𝑡)𝑡 [8]. 

Most applications require only the variances  Var( �̂�) = (Var (�̂�(0)) , … , Var (�̂�(287)))
𝑡

, 

which are the diagonal elements of the 288x288 matrix Cov( �̂�): 

Var( �̂�) = diag((𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗ 𝐾𝑡)�̂�(𝑌𝑙𝑝 ⊗ 𝐾𝑡)𝑡)  [9] 

The operator diag extracts the vector of diagonal elements of a square matrix. 

Confidence bands and p-values 

From equations [6] and [9] of the appendix follow the formula for (1-α)100% confidence bands 

(intervals) for β. 

CI(1 − α)100% = (�̂� − 𝑧1−
𝛼

2

√Var( �̂�) ;  �̂� + 𝑧1−
𝛼

2

√Var( �̂�))

 
  [10] 

where 𝑧1−𝛼/2 is the 1-α/2 quantile of the standard normal distribution. �̂� and Var( �̂�) were 

calculated using formula [6] and [9], respectively. 

For each i=0 ,…, 287 the null hypothesis 

𝐻0: 𝛽(𝑖) = 0, 𝑖 = 0, … ,287 [11] 

is tested by a Z-Test. β is an arbitrary linear combination of the coefficient functions β0,…, βp 

with coefficients in K. The Z-test statistic is 

𝑍𝑖=
�̂�(𝑖)

√Var(�̂�(𝑖))

 = 
(𝐾𝑡�̂�𝑌𝑙𝑝

𝑡 )𝑖

√diag((𝑌𝑙𝑝⊗𝐾𝑡)𝑉(𝑌𝑙𝑝⊗𝐾𝑡)𝑡)
𝑖

 i=0,..,287 [12] 
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and the two-sided p-value of the Z-Test is 

𝑃𝑖 = 2𝛷 (−|𝑍𝑖|) [13] 

where 𝛷  is the standard normal probability distribution. 
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Figure S1: Flow Chart 
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Figure S2: Positioning of actigraph device 
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