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Figure E1

Summary ROC curves of studies using the Rad-57® device
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Figure E2

Limits of agreement of studies using the Rad-57® device
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Figure E3

Summary ROC curves of studies using the Radical-7® device
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Limits of agreement of studies using the Radical-7® device
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Figure E5

Summary ROC curves of studies including subjects with suspected carbon monoxide
poisoning
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Figure E6
Limits of agreement of studies including subjects with suspected carbon monoxide poisoning



