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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S1. Analysis of trabecular spacing throughout the ranges of measurement (Fig. 3c) relative to
adjacent control samples. Significant differences (p <0.05) were detected for age in the overall two-way ANOVA in range 1
and range 4; full circles=adult minipigs; empty circles=juvenile minipigs. ANOVA, analysis of variance.
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S2. Analysis of trabecular number throughout the ranges of measurement (Fig. 3c) relative to
adjacent control samples. Significant differences (p <0.05) were detected for age in the overall two-way ANOVA in range
1; full circles=adult minipigs; empty circles=juvenile minipigs.
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S3. Analysis of trabecular thickness throughout the ranges of measurement (Fig. 3c) relative
to adjacent control samples; full circles=adult minipigs; empty circles =juvenile minipigs.





