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Table S1. Percent prevalence among reads at baseline. 

Skin 
Layer RCM Parameter PD skin Grade 1 AK Grade 2 AK All AK 

St
ra
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or
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u
m

 Parakeratosis 27.7% 69.2% ** 67.4% ** 68.4% ** 
Hyperkeratosis 12.8% 60.4% ** 72.7% ** 66.3% ** 

Stratum Corneum Disruption 26.1% 71.2% ** 75.5% ** 73.3% ** 

Ep
id

er
m

is 

Atypical Honeycomb Pattern 69.6% 98.2% ** 98.1% ** 98.2% ** 
Round Nucleated Cells 9.1% 23.2% 14.0% * 18.9% 

Disarranged Epidermal Pattern 16.1% 50.9% ** 60.8% ** 55.6% ** 
Presence of Inflammatory 

Epidermal Cells 38.9% 55.4% * 60.0% 57.5% * 

Presence of Dendritic Cells 13.0% 10.9% 14.3% 12.5% 

D
er

m
is Inflammatory Infiltrate Dermis 32.7% 63.6% 47.1% * 55.7% * 

Solar Elastosis 78.4% 92.5% 84.8% 88.9% 
Round Blood Vessels 61.8% 69.6% * 75.5% 72.5% * 

Polymorphous Blood Vessels 16.4% 41.1% * 35.3% * 38.3% ** 
Significance compared to PD skin. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01. 
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Figure S1. Graphical representation of key RCM criteria over time. 

 


