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Table OR4.1: Average absolute error and average relative error for QSM branches by diameter classes.
Our analysis was based on the QSM branches which paired a manually measured branch. Negative values
indicated a model underestimation while positive values indicate a model overestimation compared to
the manually measured branches.

Diameter
class (cm)

Length of branches (m)
Average ± SD

Diameter of branches (cm)
Average ± SD

Modelled Measured Modelled Measured

10–20 2.09 ± 1.23 3.12 ± 2.13 19.25 ± 5.17 14.10 ± 2.50
20–30 1.94 ± 0.77 2.62 ± 1.59 23.97 ± 5.12 24.62 ± 2.92
30–40 2.18 ± 0.83 2.59 ± 2.32 29.41 ± 5.14 34.75 ± 2.47
40–50 2.57 ± 0.72 2.78 ± 1.68 39.94 ± 7.05 44.16 ± 3.07
50–60 10.53 ± 7.80 10.63 ± 7.60 49.44 ± 9.15 53.05 ± 2.56
50–60 11.56 ± 7.78 11.22 ± 7.54 56.88 ± 7.03 62.21 ± 1.95
≥ 70 21.62 ± 4.65 21.23 ± 4.46 73.86 ± 0.82 75.40 ± 1.04
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