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[bookmark: _Hlk59102632][bookmark: _Hlk59102855]Fig. a: Distance of aperture center to same knee footprint center in AP axis on digitized 3d model
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[bookmark: _Hlk59101504][bookmark: _Hlk59102874]Fig. b: Distance of aperture center to contralateral knee footprint center in AP axis on MRI
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[bookmark: _Hlk59103351][bookmark: _Hlk59103115]Fig. c: Distance of aperture center to same knee footprint center in PD axis on digitized 3d model
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[bookmark: _Hlk59103087][bookmark: _Hlk59103379]Fig. d: Distance of aperture center to contralateral knee footprint center in PD axis on MRI
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[bookmark: _Hlk59103464]Fig. e: Distance of aperture center to same knee footprint center on digitized 3d model
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[bookmark: _Hlk59103496]Fig. f: Distance of aperture center to contralateral knee footprint center on MRI
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