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Patient A:
female, 51 years, fracture type: A2.1, Radius: T-score: -1.00 Z-Score: -0.30, BMD: 0.52

C1: 0.61,
C2: 1.14,
C3: 0.78,
C4: 2.67,
H1: 2.89,
H2: 23.09,
W1: 14.95,
W2: 10.50,
W3: 13.28,
W4: 7.73
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Patient B:
female, 86 years, fracture type: C1.1, Radius: T-Score: -1.90, Z-Score: -0.30, BMD: 0.48

Concentration in [0, 1]
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Patient C:
male, 33 years, fracture type: A2.1, Radius: T-Score: -0.90, Z-Score: -0.70, BMD: 0.53

Concentration in [0, 1]
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Patient D:
male, 45 years, fracture type: A2.1, Radius: T-Score: -1.90, Z-Score: -1.60, BMD: 0.59

Concentration in [0, 1]
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