
    Table 1 

Patient characteristics.




	
	Group D (n = 10)
	Group N (n = 25)
	
p value





	Age, years (mean [SD])
	61.5 (20)
	63.6 (18)
	0.776



	Range
	23–87
	20–91
	



	Sex, n

	
	
	0.703



	 Female
	7
	14
	



	 Male
	3
	11
	



	Mechanism, n

	
	
	0.321



	 Low
	10
	20
	



	 High
	0
	5
	



	Smoking, n

	1
	3
	1



	Diabetes, n

	1
	4
	1



	AO/OTA classification, n

	
	
	0.367



	 B3.3
	6
	11
	



	 C3.1
	3
	9
	



	 C3.2
	1
	5
	







  
    
      Figure 1 
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Transverse dimension of the VLF was measured where the distance from radioulnar joint to the radial aspect of fracture line of the VLF was maximum in the CT coronal plane (x) (1A). After the volar tip of the distal radius was identified in the CT axial plane the longitudinal dimension of the VLF was measured at the same point in the CT sagittal plane (y) (1B).



    

  
    
      Figure 2 
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Plate coverage against the transverse dimension of the VLF was calculated as the percentage of the area covered by the plate in the transverse dimension of the VLF on AP radiographs (β/α) (2A). In the same way, plate coverage against the longitudinal dimension of the VLF was calculated as the percentage of the area covered by plate in the longitudinal dimension of the VLF on lateral radiographs (β’/α’) (2B).



    

  
    Table 2 

Radiographic characteristics.




	
	Group D (n = 10)
	Group N (n = 25)
	
p value





	Longitudinal dimension of the VLF, mm (mean [SD])
	14.0 (5.2)
	15.5 (5.1)
	0.433



	Plate coverage against the transverse dimension of the VLF, % (mean [SD])
	68.5 (10.8)
	81.1 (7.9)
	<0.001*




	Plate coverage against the longitudinal dimension of the VLF, % (mean [SD])
	62.5 (9.3)
	82.4 (11.3)
	<0.001*







* Statistically significant difference.





  
    
      Figure 3 
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ROC curve of the transverse coverage rate of the VLF. Sensitivity and specificity were 84% and 70%, respectively (3A). ROC curve of the longitudinal coverage rate of the VLF. Sensitivity and specificity were 96% and 80%, respectively (3B).



    

  
    Table 3 

Multivariate analysis of the plate coverage rate for VLF.




	
	
p value
	Odds ratio
	95% confidence interval





	Plate coverage against the transverse dimension of the VLF
	0.132
	0.877
	0.74–1.04



	Plate coverage against the longitudinal dimension of the VLF
	0.029*

	0.852
	0.738–0.983






* Statistically significant difference.
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