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N = sample size, Cl = confidence interval, SEM = standard
error of measurement, MDC = minimum detectable change

» The physician overread of the segmentation does not
correct for the inter-technologist variability
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* VL was segmented from T1-weighted images in 3 axial
slices, centered at the midpoint of the VL by 2
iIndependent technologists
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o Inter-technologist variability in a subset (Overlap
Subset; N=8) where fat fraction was calculated using
only the overlapping slices between technologists

Fig. 2: Bland-Altman plot of inter-technologist variability
(blue) and overlap sub-set of inter-technologist variability
(green) showing mean difference (dashed) and 95% limits
of agreement (dotted)

» Segmentation contours were corrected or confirmed by
2 Independent physicians

_ _ _ | o Inter-physician variability with the same technologist
» Segmentation from T1-weighted images applied to the

PDFF map to calculate the average fat fraction in the
VL from those 3 slices

o Intra-physician variability with different technologists - Restricting the analysis to only overlapping slices

between the technologists did not improve variability
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