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FRCR scoring system (total score = 30)
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Image type Candidate response Mark = -
Normal image = Correctly classified. +1
—  Incorrectly classified (appropriate false positive). +0.5
= Mo answer given. 0
Abnormalimage —  Correctly classified and correctly identified. +1 Total Score Normal image score Abnormal image score
= Correctly classified but incorrectly identified (only partially correct comments 0 FRCR m WWH
were considered incorrect for this project). i
= Incorrectly classified (false negative). 0
—  No answer given. 0 ' ' .
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WWH (WHAT/WHERE/HOW) scoring system (total score = 90) # g 8 1 B3'- )
Image type Candidate response Mark 556 ' The WWH’s normal score system perfectly
Normal image —  Correctly classified. +3 mirrors SpeCIﬁCIty.
Incorrectly classified (appropriate false positive). +0
—  No answer given. +0 .8 8@ # ! #
: 59 _ 556 ) # [
Abnormal image —  Correctly classified. Marks depend if the comment:
fully satisfies (+1), && # # "H '
partially satisfies (+0.5) or
fails to satisfy (+0) evaluation criteria of the each category below:
Type of abnormality (WHAT) +1 (max) o
Location of the abnormality (WHERE) +1 (max) WHAT WHERE HOW scores (A])
Displacement/angulation of the abnormality (HOW) +1 (max) 0%
—  Correctly classified but incorrectly identified. +0 A3.47%
—  Incorrectly classified (false negative). +0 =4 . -
—  No answer given. +0
Example of the WWH approach
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» Oblique Fracture or
« Salter Harris Type 2 (+1)
« First metacarpal , # ) | # )
» Base or proximal epiphysis (+1) 4 # 5 4
« Minimum or slight displacement 56 8 56(, ) # $

 Dorsal angulation
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