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Abstract
Introduction
Osteology is the detailed study of the structure of the bones. This study assesses the effectiveness of
employing the 3D visualization tool Anatomage table as a learning adjunct to osteology training in first-year
medical students by post-test evaluations related to the humerus, radius, and ulna bones.

Method
This study was conducted in first-year medical graduate students in the Department of Anatomy, All India
Institute of Medical Science (AIIMS), Raipur, India. Students included in the study were divided into two
groups by simple random sampling after voluntary consent. The study group students, Group A, were taught
osteology by traditional teaching and visualizing bone with a tool, an Anatomage table. The control group
(Group B) is for traditional teaching. The study involved demonstrating each group's humerus, radius, and
ulna bones, with sessions lasting 60 minutes. After each topic, a post-test was administered. A total of 94
students for the test for the humerus bone, 98 students for the radius bones, and 85 students for the ulna
bones responded to the post-test conducted after sessions. Descriptive statistics were assessed using mean
and standard deviation. Independent sample t-tests compare the mean marks obtained post-test by two
groups of students.

Results
The results indicated that students in Group A scored higher mean marks than their counterparts in Group B
across all three bone post-tests, but the significance of the differences varied. For humerus, mean marks
obtained by students of Group A (Anatomage table teaching) (mean±SD: 4.00± 1.10) were higher than those
of Group B (traditional teaching) (mean±SD: 3.63± 1.36). Still, we do not observe a statistically significant
difference in mean marks of students of Group A vs. students of Group B (P=0.166, P>0.05). For radius, we
observe statistically higher mean marks among students of Group A (mean±SD: 3.72±0.944) compared to
students of Group B (mean±SD: 3.22±1.08) (P=0.021, P<0.05). Similarly, for ulna, we observe higher mean
marks for Group A (mean±SD: 3.18.00±1.55) as compared to Group B (mean±SD: 3.13±1.21) but do not
observe a statistically significant difference in mean marks of students of Group A vs. students of Group
B (P=0.875, P>.05).

Conclusion
Including the Anatomage table for visualization during osteology sessions yielded benefits for all three
sessions. Future studies could employ more extensive and diverse samples to validate the findings further
and incorporate qualitative methods to gain insights into students' perceptions of both teaching methods.
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Introduction
The skeleton and individual bones are typically used to explain the numerous landmarks and attachments in
osteology lessons [1]. In small groups, students participate in sessions on human osteology, during which
the instructor shows them various bony characteristics, how bones are kept and held in a standard
anatomical position, and the importance of the directional terms used to refer to the human body [2]. Using
textbook atlases, students can study human bones and related structures [3]. This method is referred to as a
traditional one [4]. This teaching system has its reputation as the study suggests the importance of 3-D
shape information extraction by the haptic system; that is, students learned anatomy using observational
activities that included touch [5].
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However, a few challenges experienced by the instructor during osteology sessions include difficulty taking
each student through the minute features of a bone due to large class sizes and time pressure on the faculty
and students [6]. Even with textbooks and atlas, instructors struggle to demonstrate linked muscles and
associated vascular and neurological components [3]. Various studies suggest implementing supplementary
visual aids as suitable resources for the study of osteology to increase student participation [4,7]. Before
exposing students to cadavers, we can use 3D visualization tools during osteology sessions to show gross
features, muscle attachment, and related structures [4].

3D visualization is the process of creating graphical content using 3D software. 3D rendering, excellent
computer-generated imagery (CGI), and 3D graphics are similar [8]. Visualization is one of the vital tools for
enhancing learning structures [4]. However, the effectiveness and efficiency of these tools need to be tested
by comparing learning outcomes derived using visualization tools [9]. In addition to dry bones, osteology
should be taught using visual aids using appropriate 3D visualization tools [10-13]. In a study on Turkish
physiotherapy students, participant learning style is associated with significantly higher academic
performance [14]. This tool could be helpful for visual learners as visual media help students visualize bony
features, making the class more exciting and recall the facts [8,13]. Many researchers support that
visualization helps enhance anatomy learning [1,4,12,13,15].

Vazquez et al. described the evolution of resources used in teaching anatomy. The resources include
textbooks, anatomical atlas, wax models, DVDs, cadaveric dissections, prosected specimens, endoscopy, etc.
[16]. With the advancement of technology, several multimedia techniques have served in teaching anatomy
[16]. Rich et al. reported using online teaching modules to teach the structure of the bone [17]. The
Anatomage Table (Anatomage, Inc., Santa Clara, California) is a platform for 3D real-human anatomy that is
thoroughly segmented. Each organ's structures are precisely recreated in 3D [18]. Indian studies on the
Anatomage table also found the students' perspective of learning gross anatomy using the traditional
method and the Anatomage table [19-21]. Several studies have studied the utility of using the Anatomage
table as an adjuvant tool in learning anatomy [21,22].

No specific studies have discussed the impact of the Anatomage table on learning osteology for
undergraduates so far. The Anatomage table is manufacturer-specific. This project is non-funded and has no
source of conflict by the manufacturer. This study aims to give an insight into using the Anatomage virtual
dissection table in teaching osteology to undergraduate medical students and to assess the effectiveness of
employing the Anatomage table as a learning adjunct to osteology training in first-year medical students.

Materials And Methods
The study was conducted in the Department of Anatomy, All India Institute of Medical Science (AIIMS),
Raipur, India, after getting ethical clearance from the research cell and Institutional Ethical Committee
AIIMS, Raipur, India (AIIMS/IEC/2023/1300, Date: 21.01.2023).

This study assesses the effectiveness of employing the Anatomage table as a learning adjunct to osteology
training in first-year medical students. The first-year Bachelor of Medicine, Bachelor of Surgery (MBBS)
students who had never been exposed to the osteology of humerus, radius, and ulna bones were included in
the study after voluntary consent. By simple random sampling, more than 120 students were randomly
divided into a study group, Group A, and a control group, Group B, for each osteology session.

Group A, teaching osteology using the Anatomage table: The study group students were taught osteology by
visualizing dry bones, gross features, anatomical positions, muscle attachments, and other structures near
the bones shown using the textbooks, atlas, and the Anatomage table. Using the home menu, the Anatomage
table workflow includes the following: Gross anatomy - Male full body Asian - Visibility menu - Skeletal and
muscular system - Upper limb bone - selected Humerus, Radius, and Ulna.

Group B, teaching osteology using a traditional method: The control group (Group B) is for traditional
teaching. They were taught osteology by demonstrating dry bones, gross features, anatomical positions,
muscle attachments, and anatomical structures near the bones shown using textbooks and an atlas without
the Anatomage table. Three long bones of the upper limb region, humerus, radius, and ulna, were chosen to
demonstrate osteology to both groups for 60 minutes.

For each topic, a post-test was conducted. Ten minutes were allocated for each test, with five multiple-
choice questions on Google Forms. Questions were framed according to the osteology topic discussed. To
reduce bias, demonstrators were kept blind for questions prepared based on topics. After the test, both
groups were shown the Anatomage table so that no students were excluded from the learning process. A
total of 94 students for the test for the humerus bone, 98 students for the radius bone, and 85 students for
the ulna bone responded to the post-test conducted after class. Data from each test for the humerus, radius,
and ulna were transferred from Google Forms, segregated using Microsoft Excel (Version 16.52), and
analyzed using Jamovi software (Version 2.3). Descriptive statistics were assessed using mean ± SD.
Independent sample t-tests compare the mean marks obtained from post-tests by two groups of students. A
p-value of less than 0.05 was considered significant.
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Results
A total of 94 students, 32 (37%) (Group A) and 62 (63%) (Group B) for the test for humerus bone; 98
students, 39 (40%) (Group A) and 59 (60%) (Group B) for the radius; and 85 students, 33 (39%) (Group A) and
52 (61%) (Group B) students for the ulna responded the post-test conducted after class (Table 1).

Group Descriptives

Post-test Total number of students Group Number of students Percentage of student Mean marks Median SD SE

Humerus 94
A 32 37% 4 4 1.1 0.183

B 62 63% 3.63 4 1.36 0.172

Radius 98
A 39 40% 3.72 4 0.944 0.151

B 59 60% 3.22 3 1.08 0.141

Ulna 85
A 33 39% 3.18 4 1.55 0.27

B 52 61% 3.13 3 1.21 0.167

TABLE 1: Table showing descriptive statistics for marks obtained in each test

We tested and satisfied data for normality before computing mean and variance to compare the mean marks
of two groups [23]. Marks obtained in the post-test for the three bones, across both groups, were normally
distributed as reported by visual inspection of the Q-Q plot to test normality. There was no significant
outlier, as evident by visual inspection of the box plot.

Before comparing the mean marks of two groups having unequal sample sizes, Levene's test of equality of
variance assessed homogeneity of variance. Then, we performed a student t-test for homogenous, and for
non-homogenous, we performed Welch's t-test to determine if there were differences in mean marks
between Group A and Group B students [23].

Humerus demonstration
The variance was homogeneous as assessed by Levene's test of equality of variance (P=0.123, P>0.05). An
independent sample t-test was run to determine if there were differences in mean marks between Group A
and Group B students.

For humerus, mean marks obtained by students of Group A (Anatomage table teaching) (mean±SD:
4.00±1.10) were higher than those of Group B (traditional teaching) (mean±SD: 3.63±1.36) (Table 1, Figure 1).
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FIGURE 1: Mean mark obtained on each post-test with standard
deviation

Still, we do not observe a statistically significant difference in mean marks of students of Group A vs.
students of Group B (P=0.166, P>0.05) (Table 2).

Independent Samples T-Test

 95% confidence interval

 Statistic df p Mean difference SE difference Lower Upper

Humerus, Student's t-test 1.4 96 0.166 0.371 0.266 -0.157 0.899

Radius, Student's t-test 2.34 96 0.021 0.498 0.213 0.0753 0.92

Ulna, Welch's test 0.149 56.1 0.882 0.0472 0.317 -0.589 0.683

TABLE 2: Independent sample t-test for the comparison of the mean marks obtained in the post-
test

Interpretation for radius demonstration
An independent sample t-test was run to determine if there were differences in mean marks between Group
A and Group B students. The variance was homogeneous as assessed by Levene's test of equality of
variance (P=0.309, P>0.05).

For radius, mean marks obtained by students of Group A (Anatomage table teaching) (mean±SD: 3.72±0.944)
were higher than group B (traditional teaching) (mean±SD: 3.22±1.08) (Table 1, Figure 1). We observe a
statistically significant difference in mean marks of students of Group A vs. students of Group B (P=0.021,
P<0.05) (Table 2).
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Interpretation for ulna demonstration
There was no homogeneity of variance as assessed by Levene's test equality of variance (P=0.028, P<0.05).
Thus, Welch's t-test was run to determine if there were differences in mean marks between Group A and
Group B students [23].

For ulna, mean marks obtained by students of Group A (Anatomage table teaching) (mean±SD: 3.18.00±1.55)
were higher than Group B (traditional teaching)(mean±SD: 3.13± 1.21) (Table 1, Figure 1). Still, we do not
observe a statistically significant difference in mean marks of students of Group A vs. students of Group
B (P=0.875, P>.05). We found that, for all three demonstration classes, the mean marks obtained by students
of Group A (Anatomage table teaching) were higher than those of Group B students (traditional teaching)
(Table 2).

Discussion
To give an insight into using the visualization tool Anatomage, a virtual dissection table in teaching
osteology, and to assess its effectiveness as a learning adjunct, we analyzed the students' performance in
three bones post-test: humerus, radius, and ulna. The results indicated that students in Group A scored
higher mean marks than their counterparts in Group B across all three bone post-tests, but the significance
of the differences varied.

Significantly higher mean marks in the radius bone post-test suggest that the teaching method involving the
Anatomage table positively impacted the students' understanding and retention of the radius bone anatomy.
It indicates that the teaching method using visualization likely played a role in influencing the improved
performance in Group A. These findings and suggestions are similar to studies on affect visualization in
learning anatomy [4,12,24-26]. A higher mean mark but statistically insignificant post-test humerus and
ulna suggest looking at other factors, such as individual variations in learning preferences and prior
knowledge, study habits, and student motivation [14,27,28]. Maybe only visual learners benefit from
visualization tools, and study with modified assessment methods is needed to test the learning of students
[28]. Especially for the ulna, it might be due to factors such as ulna anatomy's complexity or other extraneous
variables [27,29]. Apart from these results, our study has tried to overcome challenges during osteology
sessions mentioned by Viswasom et al. instructors, and students have difficulty taking through the minute
features of a bone due to large class sizes and time pressure [6].

Various interactive 3D digital models are available online and offline, and newer tools are being developed
[1,7,10,24,28]. Through our study, we have tried to address one of the crucial questions raised by Erolin:
"How can such digital models best be used to enhance student learning?" [1]. We used it as an adjunct to
osteology and tested its utility. Our results suggest that visualization tools complement learning, such as
textbooks and atlases, to overcome challenges during osteology sessions, as quoted by Raubenheimer et
al. [3]. The study also addresses the issue raised in various articles: visualization tools will complement
learning and not replace human specimens, especially real dry bones [1,10,17,22]. No such studies have
mentioned the utility of the visualization of Anatomage in learning osteology. It is important to
acknowledge the limitations of the study. Not all students responded to the post-test, which affected the
sample size for each bone and might have affected the ability to detect differences. The study's findings
suggest that adding the Anatomage table for visualization may offer advantages in enhancing bone anatomy
learning outcomes.

Conclusions
In conclusion, adding the Anatomage table for bone visualization during osteology sessions was beneficial
for all three demonstration classes for humerus, radius, and ulna. Visualization tools should be employed to
improve osteology learning. Even though many parts of the world have accepted virtual dissection tables, it
is still a new educational modality in many countries. It needs to be further tested in various settings for
utility and effectiveness. Future studies could use more extensive and diverse samples to validate the
findings further and incorporate qualitative methods to gain insights into students' perceptions of both
teaching methods.

Additional Information
Disclosures
Human subjects: Consent was obtained or waived by all participants in this study. Institutional Ethical
Committee AIIMS Raipur C.G. issued approval AIIMS/IEC/2023/1300 Date: 21.01.2023. No ethical issue was
identified. Hence, IEC decided to approve the above-referenced project. Animal subjects: All authors have
confirmed that this study did not involve animal subjects or tissue. Conflicts of interest: In compliance
with the ICMJE uniform disclosure form, all authors declare the following: Payment/services info: All
authors have declared that no financial support was received from any organization for the submitted work.
Financial relationships: All authors have declared that they have no financial relationships at present or
within the previous three years with any organizations that might have an interest in the submitted work.
Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no other relationships or activities that could
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References
1. Erolin C: Interactive 3D digital models for anatomy and medical education . Biomedical Visualisation.

Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology. Rea P (ed): Springer, Cham; 2019. 1138:10.1007/978-3-
030-14227-8_1

2. White TD, Folkens PA: Anatqmical terminqlqgy. The Human Bone Manual. White TD, Folkens PA (ed):
Academic Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts; 2005. 67-74. 10.1016/B978-0-12-088467-4.50009-0

3. Raubenheimer D, Mostert A, Raubenheimer JE, Nel A-D: Learning osteology: what resources do
undergraduate anatomy students prefer?. Eur J Anat. 2019, 23:177-86.

4. Chopra J, Rani A, Rani A, Verma R: Traditional versus computer assisted teaching of human osteology: a
randomized control trial study. IJBAMR. 2012, 2:370-4.

5. Reid S, Shapiro L, Louw G: How haptics and drawing enhance the learning of anatomy . Anat Sci Educ. 2019,
12:164-72. 10.1002/ase.1807

6. Viswasom AA, Jobby A: Effectiveness of video demonstration over conventional methods in teaching
osteology in anatomy. J Clin Diagn Res. 2017, 11:JC09-11. 10.7860/JCDR/2017/24029.9429

7. Mar NB, Seye C, Yacouba Garba K, et al.: 3D digital imagery a solution for the teaching of osteology:
example of the thoracic cage. Int J Anat Res. 2021, 9:8133-8. 10.16965/IJAR.2021.169

8. 3d visualization: definition, use cases and benefits . Accessed: August 7, 2023:
https://hapticmedia.com/blog/3d-visualization-definition-benefits-software/..

9. Klerkx J, Verbert K, Duval E: Enhancing learning with visualization techniques . Handbook of Research on
Educational Communications and Technology. Spector J, Merrill M, Elen J, Bishop M (ed): Springer, New
York, NY; 2014. 10.1007/978-1-4614-3185-5_64

10. Pushpa NB, Ravi KS: Visualization in anatomical sciences for effective teaching and learning . Galle Med J.
2023, 30:E202321.

11. Triepels CP, Smeets CF, Notten KJ, Kruitwagen RF, Futterer JJ, Vergeldt TF, Van Kuijk SM: Does three-
dimensional anatomy improve student understanding?. Clin Anat. 2020, 33:25-33. 10.1002/ca.23405

12. Keenan ID, ben Awadh A: Integrating 3D visualisation technologies in undergraduate anatomy education .
Adv Exp Med Biol. 2019, 1120:39-53. 10.1007/978-3-030-06070-1_4

13. Pettersson AF, Karlgren K, Al-Saadi J, Hjelmqvist H, Meister B, Zeberg H, Silén C: How students discern
anatomical structures using digital three-dimensional visualizations in anatomy education. Anat Sci Educ.
2023, 16:452-64. 10.1002/ase.2255

14. Ilçin N, Tomruk M, Yeşilyaprak SS, Karadibak D, Savcl S: The relationship between learning styles and
academic performance in TURKISH physiotherapy students. BMC Med Educ. 2018, 18:291.

15. Silén C, Karlgren K, Hjelmqvist H, Meister B, Zeberg H, Pettersson A: Three-dimensional visualisation of
authentic cases in anatomy learning - an educational design study. BMC Med Educ. 2022, 22:477.
10.1186/s12909-022-03539-9

16. Vázquez R, Riesco JM, Juanes JA, Blanco E, Rubio M, Carretero J: Educational strategies applied to the
teaching of anatomy. The evolution of resources. Eur J Anat. 2007, 11:31-43.

17. Rich P, Guy R: A "do-it-yourself" interactive bone structure module: development and evaluation of an
online teaching resource. Anat Sci Educ. 2013, 6:107-13. 10.1002/ase.1312

18. Virtual dissection anatomy tables . (2023). Accessed: April 20, 2023: https://www.medicalexpo.com/medical-
manufacturer/virtual-dissection-anatomy-table-57071.html.

19. Bhadoria P: Virtual dissection - as a new medical teaching tool . Eur J Hosp Pharm. 2021, 8:276-80.
20. Fulmali D, Thute PP, Keche HA, Chimurkar VK: Effectiveness of exposure to virtual learning before

cadaveric dissection to study anatomy for students in health sciences at Dmimsu Wardha, Maharashtra. J
Pharm Res Int. 2021, 33:81-8. 10.9734/jpri/2021/v33i60a34458

21. Kumar Anand M, Singel TC: A comparative study of learning with ‘anatomage’ virtual dissection table
versus traditional dissection method in neuroanatomy. Indian J Clin Anat Physiol. 2017, 4:177-80.

22. Bustamam N, Purwaningastuti DA: The usage of Anatomage and Plastination in anatomy learning: student
perceptions and learning outcomes. Jurnal Pendidikan Kedokteran Indonesia: The Indonesian Journal of
Medical Education. 2021, 10:105. 10.22146/jpki.48798

23. How to perform a t-test with unequal sample sizes . (2022). Accessed: September 13, 2023:
https://www.statology.org/t-test-unequal-sample-size/.

24. Silén C, Wirell S, Kvist J, Nylander E, Smedby O: Advanced 3D visualization in student-centred medical
education. Med Teach. 2008, 30:e115-24. 10.1080/01421590801932228

25. Yammine K, Violato C: A meta-analysis of the educational effectiveness of three-dimensional visualization
technologies in teaching anatomy. Anat Sci Educ. 2015, 8:525-38. 10.1002/ase.1510

26. Ogut E, Senol Y, Yildirim FB: Do learning styles affect study duration and academic success? . Eur J Anat.
2017, 21:235-40.

27. Terrell M: Anatomy of learning: instructional design principles for the anatomical sciences . Anat Rec B New
Anat. 2006, 289:252-60. 10.1002/ar.b.20116

28. Rowland S, Ahmed K, Davies DC, et al.: Assessment of anatomical knowledge for clinical practice:
perceptions of clinicians and students. Surg Radiol Anat. 2011, 33:263-9. 10.1007/s00276-010-0748-8

29. Eagleton S: An exploration of the factors that contribute to learning satisfaction of first-year anatomy and
physiology students. Adv Physiol Educ. 2015, 39:158-66.
10.1152/ADVAN.00040.2014/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/ZU10031529200005.JPEG

2023 Rathia et al. Cureus 15(10): e46503. DOI 10.7759/cureus.46503 6 of 6

https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-14227-8_1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-14227-8_1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-088467-4.50009-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-088467-4.50009-0
https://www.eurjanat.com/data/pdf/eja.189398am.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/303880438_Traditional_versus_Computer_Assisted_Teaching_of_Human_Osteology_A_randomized_Control_trial_Study.
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1807
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1807
https://dx.doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2017/24029.9429
https://dx.doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2017/24029.9429
https://dx.doi.org/10.16965/IJAR.2021.169
https://dx.doi.org/10.16965/IJAR.2021.169
https://hapticmedia.com/blog/3d-visualization-definition-benefits-software/
https://hapticmedia.com/blog/3d-visualization-definition-benefits-software/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-3185-5_64
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-3185-5_64
https://ifnmujournal.com/gmj/article/view/E202321
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ca.23405
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ca.23405
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-06070-1_4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-06070-1_4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.2255
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.2255
https://bmcmededuc.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12909-018-1400-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12909-022-03539-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12909-022-03539-9
https://www.eurjanat.com/v1/journal/paper.php?id=07S10031
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1312
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1312
https://www.medicalexpo.com/medical-manufacturer/virtual-dissection-anatomy-table-57071.html
https://www.medicalexpo.com/medical-manufacturer/virtual-dissection-anatomy-table-57071.html
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/351097217_VIRTUAL_DISSECTION_-_AS_A_NEW_MEDICAL_TEACHING_TOOL
https://dx.doi.org/10.9734/jpri/2021/v33i60a34458
https://dx.doi.org/10.9734/jpri/2021/v33i60a34458
https://www.ijcap.org/article-details/4138
https://dx.doi.org/10.22146/jpki.48798
https://dx.doi.org/10.22146/jpki.48798
https://www.statology.org/t-test-unequal-sample-size/
https://www.statology.org/t-test-unequal-sample-size/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01421590801932228
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01421590801932228
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1510
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ase.1510
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328530049_Do_learning_styles_affect_study_duration_and_academic_success
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ar.b.20116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ar.b.20116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00276-010-0748-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00276-010-0748-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1152/ADVAN.00040.2014/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/ZU10031529200005.JPEG
https://dx.doi.org/10.1152/ADVAN.00040.2014/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/ZU10031529200005.JPEG

	The Efficacy of Utilizing the Anatomage Table as a Supplementary Educational Resource in Osteology Instruction for First-Year Medical Students
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Method
	Results
	Conclusion

	Introduction
	Materials And Methods
	Results
	TABLE 1: Table showing descriptive statistics for marks obtained in each test
	Humerus demonstration
	FIGURE 1: Mean mark obtained on each post-test with standard deviation
	TABLE 2: Independent sample t-test for the comparison of the mean marks obtained in the post-test

	Interpretation for radius demonstration
	Interpretation for ulna demonstration

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures

	References


