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TLFs were analyzed using a commercial phantom-less patient-specific quality unmodified TLFs [Figure 1]. As shown in Fig. 2 error introduction Modified ® Unmodified % 85
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ranges of [90.2-100], backlash [85.8, 100], skew [90.1, 100], systemic
shift [55.0, 100], and systemic opening [74.1, 99.97].
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