
On-line Table 1: Breakdown of susceptibility map datasets collected across the subject groupsa

Group
Total

Sessions

Total Sessions
Collected (by Visit)

Individualized Sessions
Collected (No. of Subjects)

1 (24 hr) 2 (8 days) 3 (6 mo) 1-2-3 1-2 1-3 2-3 1 2 3
Injured 61/81 21 23 17 13 6 1 2 1 2 1
Control 68/81 26 23 19 16 7 2 0 1 0 1

a Data-loss breakdown: Two of the 56 subjects (1 injured and 1 control) did not complete any MRI scans. From the remaining 54 subjects, 136 of a maximum of 162 QSM sets were
included in the present analysis. Fifteen of 26 missing sets were due to subjects missing �1 of the 3 time-point imaging sessions. Four of 26 missing sets were due to scanner errors
or raw data–saving failures. Seven of 26 missing sets were due to quality control failure, as described in the “Materials and Methods” section. The only notable deviation of
subject participation between the groups is at the 24-hour imaging time point. This discrepancy is expected, due to the additional challenges in bringing in concussed subjects
within 24 hours of their injuries. The only missing data point in the 24-hour control set is due to a quality control failure. The right half of the table outlines the collection of
longitudinal data points across the subjects (ie, 13 injured and 16 control subjects attended all 3 imaging sessions).
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