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Table 3. Algorithm performance metrics for both AI algorithms in Adults and Children.

	
	
	TP
	TN
	FP
	FN
	Sensitivity
	Specificity
	Cohen’s Kappa

	BoneView (95% CI)
	Adults
	320

	396
	52
	35

	0.901 (0.866–0.928)
	0.884 (0.851–0.910)
	0.81
(0.77–0.85)

	

	Children
	49
	122
	15
	9
	0.845 (0.731–0.916)
	0.891 (0.827–0.933)
	0.78
(0.69–0.87)

	RBfracture (95% CI)
	Adults
	312
	404
	44
	43
	0.879 (0.841–0.909)
	0.902 (0.871–0.926)
	-

	
	Children
	48
	118
	19
	10
	0.828 (0.711–0.904)
	0.861 (0.794–0.909)
	-


TP true positive, TN true negative, FP false positive, FN false negative, CI confidence interval

