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Figure S1: Bland Altman inter-method agreement plots for all measurements: differences
between the manual and automated measurement (mm) are plotted in function of the

average of the manual and automated measurement.



Landmark positioning outliers

Table S1: Number of outliers in landmark positioning differences
per knee scan for each of the described experiments: intra-observer,

inter-observer and manual versus automated.
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Measurement outliers

Table S2: Number of outliers in measurement differences per knee
scan for each of the described experiments: intra-observer, inter-
observer and manual versus automated.

Scan

Number of
outliers
(intra-observer)

Number of
outliers
(inter-observer)

Number of
outliers (manual
versus automated

#1

#2

#3

#4

#5

#6

#7

#8

#9

#10

#11

#12

#13

#14

#15

#16

#17

#18

#19

#20

WO W |INPW(R|PRr[AO|IMNOC(OC|O|R[PIN|IO|—

OO INIOV|R|IR|IC|IO|R|ORIOININIROC|O|IC|CO|N

Total

03]
g

N
=

W o |Q|O|rRr|OCIC|IC|R|IOC|IO0O|IR|O|OC|OC|OC|OC|OC|C|C|CO




