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Figure 3. Competing risks survival analysis regarding prosthesis sur-
vival of 42 children who underwent proximal tibial replacement for bone
tumors, with death as the competing factor. Minimally invasive implants
had similar survival to non-invasive ones (p = 0.2).
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Figure 5. Competing risks survival analysis regarding limb survival
of 42 children who underwent proximal tibial replacement for bone
tumors, with death as the competing factor. Minimally invasive implants
had similar survival to non-invasive ones (p = 0.1).



