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Fig. 7. Position and angle of all seeds in the four MRI sequences versus expected position from baseline photographs.

Seed at boundary of PTMM/oil interface.

Single seed at 90° to Artefact suggests
the z-y plane. presence of two seeds.

Fig. 8. A seed at the boundary of the PTMM/oil in the photo (a) very difficult to see in S4 (b) clearer in S2 (c). A seed at 90° could be mistaken in the MR images for
two seeds, photo (d), S2 (e). Uncertainty in seed direction in (f) without metal artefact correction, compared to (g) with metal artefact correction.






