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Figure S1: Scatter plots of the true η and estimated posterior expectation of η for each synthetic dataset,
where the number of observation points was the same as that of the real dataset. The x- and y- axes
indicate the true η and estimated η values, respectively. a, b, and c indicate σ(v)2 = 0.001, σ(v)2 = 0.01,
and σ(v)2 = 0.1, respectively. The red line indicates that y = x.
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Figure S2: Posterior distributions estimated by the base model (cf. Section 3.1 in the main text) of η for
each subject. The legend is the same as in Fig. 4 in the main text.
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Figure S3: Probability that each subject is a responder based on the posterior distribution estimated by
the base model (cf. Section 3.1 in the main text). The legend is the same as that in Fig. 5 in the text.
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Figure S4: The AUC-ROC curve for identifying responders based on the estimated η in the synthetic
datasets of N = 151 and (d1, d2, d3, d4) = (51, 76, 126, 151) using the proposed method when µmax =
νmax = 5 and µmax = νmax = 0. The legend is the same as in Fig. 3 in the main text.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
FPR: False positive rate

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

TP
R

: T
ru

e 
po

si
tiv

e 
ra

te

(a)
(v)2=0.001

Proposed model
Base model

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
FPR: False positive rate

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

TP
R

: T
ru

e 
po

si
tiv

e 
ra

te

(b)
(v)2=0.01

Proposed model
Base model

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
FPR: False positive rate

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

TP
R

: T
ru

e 
po

si
tiv

e 
ra

te

(c)
(v)2=0.1

Proposed model
Base model

Figure S5: The AUC-ROC curve for identifying responders based on the estimated η in the synthetic
datasets of N = 301 and (d1, d2, d3, d4) = (101, 151, 251, 301) using the proposed method when µmax =
νmax = 5 and µmax = νmax = 0. The legend is the same as in Fig. 3 in the main text.
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