Table 1. Scanning parameters of each sequence.
	
	T1 weighted image, coronal (T1WI Cor)
	Proton density-weighted image with fat suppression, coronal (PDWI-FS Cor)
	Proton density-weighted image with fat suppression, sagittal (PDWI-FS Sag)

	Repetition time
	480 ms
	2600 ms
	2600 ms

	Echo time
	15 ms
	35 ms
	35 ms

	Slice thickness
	2.0 mm
	2.0 mm
	2.6 mm

	Flip angle
	90 degrees
	110 degrees
	110 degrees

	Imaging matrix
	292×208
	292×253
	360×168











	Table 2. The results of the consistency test of the data measured by the two experienced radiologists.

	　
	Statistics
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval
	P value

	
	
	
	Lower Bound
	Upper Bound
	

	Agl_TFC
	ICC
	0.975 
	0.952 
	0.987 
	<0.001

	Wid_TFC
	ICC
	0.919 
	0.851 
	0.957 
	<0.001

	Dis_TFC
	ICC
	0.929 
	0.826 
	0.972 
	<0.001

	Len_Vic
	ICC
	0.811 
	0.561 
	0.925 
	<0.001

	Wid_Vic
	ICC
	0.803 
	0.548 
	0.922 
	<0.001

	Len_RTL
	ICC
	0.777 
	0.464 
	0.919 
	<0.001

	Wid_RTL
	ICC
	0.728 
	0.352 
	0.900 
	<0.001

	Dis_TFC
	Kappa
	1
	-
	-
	<0.001

	VL
	Kappa
	1
	-
	-
	<0.001

	RTL
	Kappa
	1
	-
	-
	<0.001


The intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) was used for the analysis of quantitative data. The chi-square test was used for the qualitative data.



	Table 3. Multiple linear regression analysis of the tilting angle and thickness of the TFC was performed using the measurement data from the first radiologist.
Coefficientsa

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients
	Standardized Coefficients
	t
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant)
	28.356
	8.696
	
	3.261
	0.002

	
	Group
	20.883
	5.632
	0.693
	3.708
	0.001

	
	Sex
	3.981
	3.919
	0.119
	1.016
	0.317

	
	Age
	-0.116
	0.259
	-0.077
	-0.446
	0.658

	a. Dependent Variable: Agl_TFC by measurer 1



	Coefficientsa

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients
	Standardized Coefficients
	t
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant)
	0.144
	0.056
	
	2.551
	0.015

	
	Group
	0.097
	0.037
	0.706
	2.664
	0.012

	
	Sex
	-0.013
	0.025
	-0.084
	-0.508
	0.614

	
	Age
	0.000
	0.002
	0.036
	0.146
	0.885

	a. Dependent Variable: Wid_TFC by measurer 1

	Table 4. A comparison between the case group and control group was performed using the measurement data from the first radiologist. 

	　
	Group
	t/χ2
	P value

	
	Control
	Case
	
	

	Agl_TFC(°, mean±SD)
	26.45±7.37
	51.48±9.78
	-8.99 
	<0.001

	Wid_TFC(°, mean±SD)
	0.15±0.05
	0.23±0.06
	32.86 
	<0.001

	Dis_TFC(n, %)
	
	
	
	

	-(No)
	20(100%)
	0(0%)
	39.00 
	<0.001

	+(Yes)
	0(0%)
	19(100%)
	
	

	VL(n, %)
	
	
	
	

	-(No)
	20(0%)
	1(5%)
	35.19 
	<0.001

	+(Yes)
	0(0%)
	18(95%)
	
	

	RTL(n, %)
	
	
	
	

	-(No)
	20(100%)
	4(21%)
	25.66 
	<0.001

	+(Yes)
	0(0%)
	15(79%)
	　
	　


Independent samples t-test was used for quantitative data analysis. The chi-square test was used for qualitative data analysis.




	Table 5. The crosstabulation demonstrates the performance of MRI to detect VL in patients undergoing surgery.

	
	VL In MRI
	Total

	
	-(No)
	+(Yes)
	

	VL In Surgery
	+(Yes)
	Count
	0
	7
	7

	
	
	% within VL (Surg.)
	0.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	0
	7
	7

	
	% within VL (Surg.)
	0.00%
	100.0%
	100.0%



