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Figure A1. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds observed
in the sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the NIR data..
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Figure A2. Same as in Fig. A1 but for RGB data.
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Figure A3. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds observed
in the subject-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the NIR data.
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Figure A4. Same as in Fig. A3 but for RGB data.
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Figure A5. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data combined for all sample-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A6. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data combined for all sample-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.

0 500 1000 1500
Actual

0

500

1000

1500

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(a) VGG19

0 500 1000 1500
Actual

0

500

1000

1500

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(b) Inception v3

0 500 1000 1500
Actual

0

500

1000

1500

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(c) DenseNet121

0 500 1000 1500
Actual

0

500

1000

1500

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(d) ResNet152

Figure A7. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data combined for all subject-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A8. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data combined for all subject-
disjoint 10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A9. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data by best performing model
(Inception v3) trained on the NIJ dataset and tested on the Warsaw dataset.
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Figure A10. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data by best performing model
(Inception v3) trained on the Warsaw dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset.
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Figure A11. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data by best performing model
(Densenet121) trained on the NIJ dataset and tested on the Warsaw dataset.
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Figure A12. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data by best performing model
(Inception v3) trained on the Warsaw dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset.


