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Key Points

Question: Laboratory validation of pulse oximeter performance has found errors in Black
subjects that are smaller than those from recent reports of hospitalized Black patients. We test the
hypothesis that low perfusion amplifies pulse oximeter error in subjects with dark skin during
hypoxemia.

Findings: Dark skin pigmentation combined with low perfusion produces large errors in pulse
oximeter readings in healthy subjects during hypoxemia, sufficient to miss a diagnosis of
hypoxemia in about 20% of readings.

Meaning: Accuracy of pulse oximeters in the diagnosis of hypoxemia is impaired by a
combination of low perfusion and dark skin pigmentation. Low perfusion should be accounted

for in future testing and regulatory guidelines for pulse oximeters to improve performance and

minimize bias in patients with dark skin pigment.
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Abstract

Importance: Retrospective clinical trials of pulse oximeter accuracy report more frequent
missed diagnoses of hypoxemia in hospitalized Black patients than White patients, differences
that may contribute to racial disparities in health and health care. Retrospective studies have
limitations including mistiming of blood samples and oximeter readings, inconsistent use of
functional versus fractional saturation, and self-reported race used as a surrogate for skin color.
Understanding the cause of biased readings by pulse oximetry in patients with darkly pigmented
skin is high priority given the essential nature of pulse oximetry.

Objective: To prospectively measure the contributions of skin pigmentation, perfusion index,
sex, and age on pulse oximeter errors.

Design: We studied two pulse oximeters (Nellcor N-595™ and Masimo Radical 7™) in
prevalent use in North America, Europe, and Asia-Pacific regions. We analyzed 9,763 matched
pulse oximeter readings (SpOz) and arterial oxygen saturation (hemoximetry SaO») during stable
hypoxemia (SaO> 68-100%). Perfusion index (PI) was measured as percent infrared light
modulation by the pulse detected by the pulse oximeter probe, with low perfusion categorized as
PI <1%.

Setting: Clinical research laboratory

Participants: 146 healthy subjects, including 25 with light skin (Fitzpatrick class I-11), 78 with
medium (class III-1V), and 43 with dark (class V-VI) skin.

Exposures: Controlled hypoxemia

Main Outcomes: Pulse oximeter bias (difference between SaO; and SpO>) by skin pigment
category in a multivariable mixed-effects model incorporating repeated-measures and different

levels of SaO; and perfusion.
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Results: Skin pigment, perfusion index and degree of hypoxemia significantly contributed to
errors (bias) in both pulse oximeters. The combined frequency of missed diagnosis of
hypoxemia (pulse oximeter readings 92-96% when arterial oxygen saturation was <88%) in low
perfusion conditions was 1.1% for light, 8.2% for medium and 21.1% for dark skin.
Conclusions and Relevance: Low peripheral perfusion combined with darker skin
pigmentation leads to clinically significant high-reading pulse oximeter errors and missed
diagnoses of hypoxemia. Darkly pigmented skin and low perfusion states are likely the cause of
racial differences in pulse oximeter performance in retrospective studies. Both skin pigmentation
and low perfusion should be accounted for in regulatory standards for pulse oximeters.

(345 words)
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Introduction

Pulse oximeters are indispensable diagnostic tools worldwide, and small errors in
performance could lead to significant impacts on health and healthcare. Pulse oximeters cleared
by the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) must read within 3% of arterial
saturation (functional saturation, Sa0>), but oximeter performance is degraded by the presence of
numerous factors including skin melanin, dyshemoglobins, anemia, motion, and low perfusion'~.
Validation studies of pulse oximeter performance for International Organization for
Standardization (ISO) or FDA clearance exclusively involve healthy young adult subjects with
minimal co-morbidities that could interfere with device performance®*. Since documentation of
missed hypoxemia diagnosis due to melanin was documented by Bickler ef al. and Feiner et al.
in 2005 and 2007°%, the FDA has required inclusion of subjects with darkly pigmented skin in
validation studies’. However, there is growing concern and evidence to suggest that current
healthy human, laboratory-based study validation protocols may not adequately predict
performance in real-world clinical settings®. Recent retrospective studies report missed diagnoses
of hypoxemia in patients with darkly pigmented skin at twice the rate compared to White

patients®!?

. These findings have prompted inquiries by multiple regulatory bodies worldwide,
including letters from Congress to the FDA and a new FDA communication'>!4, Errors in pulse
oximetry in hospitalized patients may lead to worse clinical outcomes and a perpetuation of

disparities in health and healthcare!>'®. Because the magnitude and cause of these errors in real-

world clinical settings remain uncertain, the path to resolution is unclear.

Previous studies in our laboratory found that low finger perfusion, measured by
modulation of infrared light transmission through a finger, is associated with increased pulse

oximeter errors'’. The authors have also observed that darkly pigmented skin is associated with
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more frequent pulse oximeter errors under low perfusion conditions, both in healthy human
subjects and in patients who are critically ill, in shock, on vasoconstrictive medications or those
with vascular disease. The purpose of this study was to test the hypothesis that pulse oximeter
SpO2 overestimates Sa02 more frequently in the presence of increased skin melanin and low
perfusion than in the presence of either condition alone. We studied two pulse oximeters that
represent a significant share of pulse oximeters used in North American hospitals in 2022'8. This
study was specifically designed to overcome important confounding factors present in
retrospective trials, including mistiming of blood samples and oximeter readings, inconsistent
use of functional versus fractional saturation, and self-reported race used as a surrogate for skin

color® .
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Methods

We used data from 146 consecutive, healthy, nonsmoking volunteer participants in pulse
oximeter performance studies at the UCSF Hypoxia Research Laboratory in 2020 and 2021.
Demographic information on the study population is presented in Table 1. Written informed
consent was obtained from all subjects under IRB approval 10-00437 from UCSF. As the study
did not assign subjects to different treatments for assessment of health outcomes, it does not meet

the definition of a clinical trial for registration at clinicaltrials.gov.

Skin pigment assessment and Demographics
Each subject’s skin pigmentation was classified by the Fitzpatrick scale, commonly used
in studies of pulse oximetry performance following both FDA and ISO standards'®!. Race,

ethnicity and sex were self-reported.

Perfusion index.

The perfusion index (PI) from each oximeter probe was recorded continuously. The
Nellcor PI was divided by 10 to make the values numerically comparable to Masimo. Since no
standard exists to define low perfusion conditions for pulse oximetry, a sensitivity analysis
comparing bias and root mean square error (Ams) at various levels of PI was performed. Mean
bias in oximeter readings increased approximately 5-fold in grouping of readings with PI >2
versus PI<0.5 %. Scatterplots revealed that the relationship of bias to PI becomes very small at
high values (PI> 2%) in a non-linear fashion. For groups of data with PI values of 1.0-1.5 %,
0.5-1.0 % and <0.5%, the P value of the relationship to mean bias or median absolute bias was

<0.00001. Accordingly, low perfusion was defined for the purpose of this study as PI< 1.0%.

Hypoxemia protocol.
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Participants were in a 30-degree head up semi-recumbent position for the study. After
local anesthesia, a 22-ga catheter was placed in a radial artery. To create steady-state hypoxemia,
subjects breathed controlled air-nitrogen-CO> mixtures via a mouthpiece and partial re-breathing
system to achieve multiple stable plateaus of arterial oxygenation and a relatively constant end-
tidal COz per ISO and FDA guidelines'*?°. A more detailed description of testing the accuracy
of pulse oximetry devices in the laboratory setting has been published®*. As is common practice
in laboratory-based studies, warming pads on the hands and/or forearms were used on some
subjects to improve perfusion, but no particular level of perfusion was sought, and subjects with
low perfusion were not removed from the study. Blood samples for SaO, measurement
(Radiometer ABL90 Flex, Copenhagen, Denmark) were collected through the radial artery

catheter.

A Masimo Radical 7 (Non-touch screen model, Masimo Inc., Irvine, CA) with a DCI
clip-type adult reusable finger sensor or ear clip sensor, and Nellcor N-595 (Medtronic Inc,
Minneapolis, MN) with a reusable finger clip sensor (Nellcor DS-100A) were placed on one of
the middle three fingers or ear. Probes were re-positioned as necessary to ensure proper
placement throughout the study. No subjects wore nail polish. Data from the pulse oximeters
were recorded at 2 Hz from the instruments’ serial output ports using a computer running
LabVIEW 15.0. (National Instruments, Austin, Tx). Data from the Masimo were transmitted at
1 Hz, while the data from the Nellcor were transmitted at 0.5 Hz. Recorded data included SpO-,

heart rate and perfusion index from each device.

Stable SaO; plateaus between 60% and 100% were targeted by the study physician who
adjusted the inspired gas mixture. At each level, two arterial blood samples were collected,

approximately 30 seconds apart, each during steady-state conditions. Some (233 of 9763)
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SpO» values were eliminated for obvious oximeter signal dropout, or failure to reach an
appropriate stable plateau. Only samples with stable SpO, readings (i.e., fluctuation <2% per
minute) were included in the analysis. No subjects had MetHb or COHb outside the normal

range as measured by the hemoximeter (Radiometer ABL90 Flex, Copenhagen, Denmark).

Statistics.

Bias (or error) was computed as SpO, minus the corresponding arterial blood SaO». Bias
assessment parameters included the mean bias (“accuracy”), standard deviation of the bias
(“precision”), and root mean square error (Arms)—an overall performance measure used by the
FDA. A was calculated as the square root of the mean difference between SpO, and SaO»,
squared. The 95% confidence limits of Ams were determined using bootstrapping (random
resampling with replacement) with 50,000 repetitions. Prior sensitivity analyses showed that this
was sufficient, as the results did not change at the reported level of significance. The 95% limits
of agreement (LOA) were calculated as 1.96 *SD according to Bland and Altman agreement
analysis with adjustments for multiple measurements for each individual according to the
“Method Where the True Value Varies™?2. The 95% confidence limits for the LOA were also

determined using bootstrapping.

The primary analysis was a multivariable mixed-effects model of bias that accounts for
repeated-measures changes in individuals at different SaO» levels and different perfusion index
levels, with fixed effects for gender and skin classification. Three skin pigment categories (light
medium and dark) were used in the model for clarity, but results were confirmed with the six
Fitzpatrick skin classifications. A three-level perfusion index scale was used: PI<1%, PI >1%
and <2%, and PI>2%. A complete model with all terms, and including all possible interactions

of skin pigmentation, PI and SaO, was performed to confirm the results. Analysis was

10
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performed in both MatLab (The Mathworks, Inc., Boston, MA) and Stata 17.0 (Statacorp.,

College Station, TX).

Given the possibility of confounding, possible interactions between the variables in the
model were also analyzed. Interactions between PI and both sex and three skin categories were
assessed using the Wilcoxon rank sum and Kruskal-Wallis tests, respectively. Age and gender
were not significantly related to bias, but PI differed between women (median [IQR]: 2.0 [0.8-
3.5]) and men (4.5 [2.0-7.4]), P<0.0001. Perfusion index did not vary between light, medium and
dark skin categories, P=0.85. The distribution of skin pigmentation categories did not differ

between men and women, P=0.41

Receiver operator characteristic (ROC) curves were constructed for the definition of
hypoxemia (Sa0O; < 88%) at various SpO> thresholds for the Masimo and Nellcor pulse
oximeters. “Missed hypoxemia” was defined as the percentage of pulse oximeter readings with

SpO: at or above cutoff values of 92%, 94% and 96% with corresponding SaO» < 88%.

11
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Results
Study population and sample size.

We used data from 146 consecutive, healthy, nonsmoking volunteer participants in pulse
oximeter performance studies at the UCSF Hypoxia Research Laboratory in 2020 and 2021.
Demographic information on the study population is presented in Table 1. Forty-three subjects
classified as Fitzpatrick skin type V or VI (Dark), 78 as Fitzpatrick III or IV (Medium) and 25 as
Fitzpatrick I or II (Light). A total of 9,763 arterial blood gas samples were analyzed with 1,774
from Fitzpatrick I-11, 5,133 from Fitzpatrick III-1V, and 2,856 samples from Fitzpatrick V-VI
volunteers (Table 1). Each subject participated in an average (SD) of 2.8 + 3.0 studies (median

[IQR]: 1 [1-3]; range 1-16) studies with 65 subjects who had data from >1 study.

Primary Outcomes.

A multivariable analysis accounting for repeated measures revealed that skin pigment,
perfusion index and degree of hypoxemia significantly contributed to the amount of error (bias)
in both pulse oximeters (Table 2) as significant interaction was found between these three
variables. Supplemental Tables (eTables 1, 2 and 3) summarize bias statistics for each of the
variables separately. For both pulse oximeters, mean bias and Ams increased with skin
pigmentation class, and increased with decreasing perfusion. Since gender was highly correlated
to PI, the model was also run separately for men and women with the same result (data not

shown).

The interaction between hypoxemia and PI in darkly pigmented subjects shows that
positive bias increases synergistically during hypoxemia with lower perfusion, an effect seen to a

smaller extent in medium and lightly pigmented subjects (Fig. 1). The shift in distribution of

12
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pulse oximeter readings towards larger errors during low perfusion differed between subjects

with light, intermediate and dark skin (Fig. 2).

Errors in pulse oximetry and missed diagnosis of hypoxemia.

Pulse oximeter errors near the threshold for the diagnosis of hypoxemia (SaO> 88-90%)
have special clinical importance. In Fig. 3, we compare pulse oximeter readings and
corresponding Sa0., identifying values for which the pulse oximeter read 92% or greater when
Sa0, was <88%, representing a missed hypoxemia diagnosis. Missed hypoxemia was more
frequent with darker skin and lower perfusion for both oximeters tested. For subjects with darkly
pigmented skin and low perfusion, missed hypoxemia for the SpO» range of 92-96%was seen in
30.2% of the readings from the Masimo pulse oximeter and 7.9% of the readings from the
Nellcor. The same trend was seen when different thresholds for errors were analyzed. The
frequency of missed hypoxemia for SpO, thresholds of >92%, >94%, >96% and 92-96% are

summarized in eTable 4.

The area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC) for a diagnosis of
hypoxemia was lowest for subjects with darkly pigmented skin and low perfusion, 0.96 (95% CI:
0.95-0.98). Sensitivity cutoff values were shifted to higher perfusion values in subjects with
dark skin. For example, to achieve 95% sensitivity for SaO> < 88% for the Masimo in darkly
pigmented subjects with PI<1%, a cutoff of <95% would be needed, whereas this cutoff would
correspond to 99% sensitivity for SaO, < 88% in darkly pigmented subjects with PI >2% (data

not shown).
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Discussion

In this prospective study of healthy volunteers, we have found that low perfusion
interacts with both medium and dark skin pigment to substantially increase pulse oximeter bias.
For subjects with dark skin and low perfusion, these errors lead to missed hypoxemia diagnoses
at frequencies comparable to or higher than those reported for Black hospitalized patients in

retrospective clinical studies® !

. Because critical illness is commonly associated with low
peripheral perfusion, this finding may be of significant clinical importance. A prospective

clinical trial of pulse oximeter bias in relation to skin pigment, perfusion level and degree of

hypoxemia in hospitalized patients is underway to confirm this association 3.

We have identified a mechanism by which pulse oximeter errors seen in laboratory
conditions in humans may be amplified in real world clinical environments. Our findings
therefore suggest that the misdiagnosis of hypoxemia in hospitalized patients in previous
retrospective studies cannot simply be dismissed because of potential study design limitations
including uncertain synchronization of blood draws and stable pulse oximeter readings,
interfering compounds in the blood, etc®. If such errors confounded retrospective studies, an
even distribution of positive and negative bias might be expected. However, this study, previous
laboratory studies >%® and the retrospective hospital studies®!!!>1624 find positive pulse oximeter
bias in subjects with darker skin. In this laboratory-based study involving a large number of
samples in the 70-80% saturation range, we confirm that the positive bias becomes larger at low

saturation’-.

Pulse oximeter bias and missed hypoxemia diagnosis.

Missed diagnosis of hypoxemia occurred at concerning rates both for subjects with not

only dark skin pigment but also medium skin pigment, which is a new finding. The combination

14
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of dark skin and low perfusion causes errors in pulse oximeter readings large enough to miss the
diagnosis of hypoxemia in 8-30% of readings when SaO; is <88% and the pulse oximeter reads
92-96% (Supplemental Table 4). In darkly pigmented subjects across all ranges of perfusion,
the missed diagnosis rate was about 3-9%, and for subjects with medium skin pigmentation, the
missed diagnosis rate was about 1-2%. Subjects with medium skin pigment in our study self-
identified as Asian, Hispanic, or Multiethnic. Our findings remain robust when different ranges

of hypoxemia are used as the threshold for a finding of missed diagnosis (Supplemental Table 4).

Low Perfusion and clinically significant pulse oximeter errors.

Our thresholds for low perfusion were selected based on a sensitivity analysis of the
relationship of PI to level of pulse oximeter bias. In our clinical experience in the ICU and
perioperative settings, low peripheral perfusion is commonly encountered due to underlying
disease as well as lack of routine warming of patient hands during oximetry monitoring. Poor
peripheral perfusion is common in the elderly and in patients with sepsis, peripheral vascular
disease, hypertension, diabetes, and other conditions?. The incidence of low perfusion readings
was not reported in any of the recent clinical studies concerning pulse oximeter errors in

hospitalized patients.

An analysis of pulse oximeter errors in surgical patients by Burnett ef al. is relevant to the
issue of how perfusion level affects pulse oximeter bias!®. Due to the vasodilatory actions of
anesthetics and use of forced air warming in the operating room, peripheral perfusion in surgical
patients is expected to be greater than in other hospitalized patients. Therefore, we are not
surprised that the incidence reported by Burnett of missed diagnosis of hypoxemia in black
patients is about half that in non-surgical patient cohorts reported by Sjoding, Valbuena, and

others” 12,

15
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Our results suggest that pulse oximeter errors in darkly pigmented humans are not
exclusively related to skin pigmentation interference with light signals. Unless pulse oximeter
electronic and optical systems adequately account for decreased pulse signals and other
physiologic changes during low perfusion, a simple colorimetry-based calibration-correction for
pulse oximeter bias is unlikely to work. Not only are the physio-optic challenges complex, they
are dynamic. For example, with good perfusion, errors in darkly pigmented subjects are nearly

comparable to those in lightly pigmented subjects (Fig. 1).

Regulatory implications.

Significant pulse oximeter bias occurring in subjects with medium and dark skin pigment
and low perfusion was obscured when overall performance (i.e., all subjects) of the pulse
oximeters was analyzed (eFigure 1). Both instruments performed within the 3% specification for
FDA clearance. Currently, the FDA requires pulse oximeters to be tested in a minimum of 2
subjects or 15% with dark skin in a population of 10 subjects, whichever is larger. Based on this
study, we propose that pulse oximeters should be tested in subjects over a range of skin
pigmentation classifications and with low perfusion, specifically with PI <1%. Such testing
could take place in real world clinical trials either pre- or post-market but should also take place
in pre- market laboratory-based healthy volunteer studies. By including low perfusion enrollment
targets in laboratory-based validation studies, these tests are more likely to predict real world

performance, decrease bias and improve equity.

Study limitations: laboratory vs clinical settings.

This study has several limitations. First, this study enrolled young healthy subjects, and
thus cannot be equated with data from real world clinical settings. However, the physiological

control with stable levels of hypoxemia made possible by this study design produced better
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synchronization of stable SpO, and measured SaO- than is possible in retrospective clinical
studies. Moreover, multiple data points for different individuals under different conditions
allowed for an extremely robust analysis of the impacts of perfusion on bias. Of note, the
distribution of perfusion in hypoxemic hospitalized patients has not been established. Second,
this study utilized Fitzpatrick scale for skin color assessment. Due to the many previously
identified limitations of this method, we have shifted to other quantitative skin pigment
assessments for future studies®?. Finally, we studied two pulse oximeter models widely used in
the clinical setting; however, the manufacturers of these pulse oximeters have other models—
including newer models—which may have different performance characteristics. Consequently,

generalization of these data to other pulse oximeter manufacturers and models is uncertain.

Conclusions

Low perfusion is associated with misdiagnosis of arterial hypoxemia by pulse oximetry in
healthy subjects with dark skin pigmentation in controlled laboratory conditions. The frequency
of misdiagnosis of clinically significant hypoxemia in our laboratory study was similar to that
observed in Black patients in recent retrospective clinical studies. Because low perfusion is
common in critically ill patients, clinicians that rely on pulse oximetry alone to diagnose and
treat hypoxemia need to recognize that missed diagnosis increases greatly at low perfusion,
particularly in patients with medium or darkly pigmented skin. Pulse oximeter regulatory
guidance must be updated to better account for oximeter performance not only in patients with

dark skin pigment but also during low perfusion states.
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Tables

Table 1. Demographic information and
sample distribution.

n 146 Samples
Age (years) 27.7£5.6 9,763
Gender
Female 77 (52.7%) 4,316
Male 69 (47.3%) 5,447
Ethnicity/Race
Asian 47 (32.2%) 2,948
Black 23 (15.8%) 1,469
Caucasian 42 (28.8%) 3,197
Hispanic 20 (13.7%) 1,125
Multiethnic 14 (9.6%) 1,024
Fitzpatrick scale
I 3 (2.1%) 175
II 22 (15.1%) 1,599
111 41 (28.1%) 2,172
v 37 (25.3%) 2,961
\Y 23 (15.8%) 1,683
VI 20 (13.7%) 1,173

Data are mean &+ SD, n or n (%)
Ethnicity, self-reported; samples include all arterial blood gas
samples.
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Table 2. Contributions of saturation range, skin pigment, perfusion level and interactions to
pulse oximeter bias. Mixed-effects multivariable models

Factor Coefficient (95% CI) P Value Coefficient (95% CI) P Value
Masimo Radical-7 Nellcor N-595
Light
Sa0, (Desat) -0.11 (-0.14,-0.08) <0.0001 0.02 (-0.01,0.04) 0.30
PI -0.53 (-0.72,-0.33) <0.0001 -0.60 (-0.80,-0.41) <0.0001
Sa0,°PI 0.04 (0.03,0.06) <0.0001 0.01 (0.00,0.02) 0.053
Medium
Sa0, 0.00 (-0.01,0.02) 0.55 0.07 (0.05,0.08) <0.0001
PI -0.85 (-0.97,-0.74) <0.0001 -0.23 (-0.33,-0.13) <0.0001
Sa0,*PI 0.01 (0.01,0.02) <0.0001 0.00 (-0.01, 0.00) 0.19
Dark
Sa0, 0.19 (0.16,0.21) <0.0001 0.10 (0.08,0.12) <0.0001
PI -0.80 (-0.98, -0.62) <0.0001 -0.38 (-0.53,-0.24) <0.0001
Sa0,*PI -0.03 (-0.04,-0.02) <0.0001 0.00 (-0.01,0.01) 0.67

Mixed-effects models account for repeated-measures within subjects, such as Sa0O, level and
perfusion index, with fixed effects for skin pigment categories and gender.

SpO,, pulse oximeter measured oxygen saturation; Sa0,, functional arterial oxygen saturation
measured with a Radiometer ABL 90; skin pigmentation categorized at 3 levels: Light
(Fitzpatrick I and II), Medium (Fitzpatrick III and 1V), Dark (Fitzpatrick V and VI); perfusion
index (PI) categorized as <1, >=1and <2, =2; interaction terms denoted with a "*" symbol
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Figure Legends
Figure 1.

Pulse oximeter bias (SpO,-Sa0,) vs. Sa0, (measured arterial blood oxygen saturation) in light
(Fitzpatrick I and II), medium (Fitzpatrick III and IV) and darkly (Fitzpatrick V and VI)
pigmented human subjects. Regression lines at different level of perfusion index (PI) are shown
separately (Blue: PI<1%; Purple: PI=1% and <2%; Pink: PI=2%). Values for the slopes with
95% confidence intervals are shown on the graphs. Data were analyzed by a mixed-effects

multivariable model accounting for repeated measures.

Figure 2.

Upper panels. Relationship of perfusion index (PI, % modulation in infrared light through the
finger) with the Masimo Radical Probe and pulse oximeter bias in subjects by skin pigment class.
Lower panels. Bias (SaO,- SpO,) with mean +SD of Nellcor N-595 and Masimo Radical pulse
oximeter readings segregated by perfusion index (PI<1%, PI=1% and <2%, or 22%) and
Fitzgerald skin pigment class. * P<0.01, ** P<0.001, *** P<0.0001 compared to bias in

Fitzgerald class I-II subjects with normal perfusion.

Figure 3.

Analysis of “missed hypoxemia”, defined as a hemoximeter SaO, of <88% with a corresponding
pulse oximeter reading of 92% or greater. Data are separated by skin pigment classification and
perfusion level, with low perfusion defined as PI<1, see text. The dashed lines show an arterial
oxygen saturation of 88%. The red rectangular area delimits data pairs defined by missed
hypoxemia. In the box plots, the horizontal line within each box represents the median, the top
and bottom of the box represent the upper and lower limits of the interquartile range, and the

whiskers represent 1.5 times the interquartile range. Outliers outside these ranges are indicated
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by single data points. Rates of missed diagnosis for normal and low perfusion by skin class are in

supplemental Table 4.
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Summary of Supplemental Content

eTable 1. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO:2 - Sa0z) for different perfusion index (PI) levels.

eTable 2. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO:2 - Sa0z) for different skin pigment categories

eTable 3. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO:2 - Sa0z) for different ranges of steady-state hypoxemia
eTable 4. Missed hypoxemia diagnosis, defined as SaO2 < 88%, with SpO: at defined thresholds

eFigure 1. Scatterplot of pulse oximeter readings versus hemoximeter saturation values and pulse
oximeter bias versus saturation.
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eTable 1. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO2 - Sa0z) for different perfusion index (PI) levels.

Oximeter Pl<1 Pl 21 and <2 Pl22 P Value
Masimo Radical-7
n 2,175 1,311 6,046
Mean Bias (%) 1.9 1.3 0.5 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 3.3 2.0 1.4 < 0.0001
Precision (%) 4.0 2.5 1.9 < 0.0001
Arms (95% Cl, %) 4.4 (4.2,4.6) 2.8 (2.6, 3.0) 2.0(1.9,2.1)
Lower LOA (95% ClI, %) -5.9 (-6.4, -5.5) -3.6 (-3.9,-3.2) -3.4 (-3.5,-3.2)
Upper LOA (95% ClI, %) 9.6 (9.2, 10.1) 6.2 (5.8, 6.6) 4.3 (4.1,4.5)
Nellcor N-595
n 1,333 1,456 6,951
Mean Bias (%) 2.4 1.5 1.0 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 2.8 2.1 1.5 < 0.0001
Precision (%) 25 2.2 20 < 0.0001
Arms (95% Cl, %) 3.5(3.3, 3.6) 2.7 (2.5, 2.8) 2.3(2.1,24)
Lower LOA (95% Cl, %) 2.4 (-2.8,-2.1) -2.8 (-3.1, -2.5) -3.0 (-3.2,-2.8)
Upper LOA (95% ClI, %) 7.3 (6.9, 7.6) 5.9 (5.6, 6.2) 5.0(4.7,5.2)

Data represent the result or the result (95% confidence interval).
SpOz2, pulse oximeter measured oxygen saturation; SaO., functional arterial blood oxygen saturation
measured with a Radiometer ABL 90; |Bias| is the absolute value of the bias; precision, the standard
deviation (SD) of the bias; Ams, root mean square error (with 95% confidence intervals by
bootstrapping); LOA, 95% limits of agreement (with 95% confidence intervals by bootstrapping), mean

bias + 1.96 SD (adjusted for repeated measures); Mean bias compared by repeated-measures analysis

of variance; precision compared by the Levene test.
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eTable 2. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO:2 - Sa0>) for different skin pigment categories

Oximeter Light Medium Dark P Value
Masimo Radical-7
n 1,764 5,040 2,728
Mean Bias (%) -0.1 0.6 2.1 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 1.5 1.6 24 < 0.0001
Precision (%) 25 2.3 3.0 < 0.0001
Ams (95% ClI, %) 25(2.2,2.7) 2.4 (2.3, 2.5) 3.6 (3.5, 3.8)
Lower LOA (95% ClI, %) -5.0 (-5.6, -4.5) -4.0 (-4.1,-3.8) -3.7 (-4.0, -3.4)
Upper LOA (95% ClI, %) 4.8 (4.4,5.3) 5.2(5.0,5.4) 8.0 (7.6, 8.4)
Nellcor N-595
n 1,770 5,126 2,844
Mean Bias (%) 0.9 1.0 1.9 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 1.5 1.6 2.3 < 0.0001
Precision (%) 1.9 2.2 2.2 < 0.0001
Ams (95% ClI, %) 2.1(2.0,2.3) 24(2.2,2.6) 2.9(2.9,3.0)
Lower LOA (95% ClI, %) -2.9 (-3.1, -2.6) -3.2 (-3.5, -2.9) -2.5(-2.7,-2.3)
Upper LOA (95% ClI, %) 4.7 (4.4,5.0) 5.3 (5.0, 5.6) 6.3 (6.1, 6.5)

Data represent the result or the result (95% confidence interval).
SpOz2, pulse oximeter measured oxygen saturation; SaO., functional arterial blood oxygen saturation
measured with a Radiometer ABL 90; |Bias| is the absolute value of the bias; precision, the standard
deviation (SD) of the bias; Ams, root mean square error (with 95% confidence intervals by
bootstrapping); LOA, 95% limits of agreement (with 95% confidence intervals by bootstrapping), mean
bias + 1.96 SD (adjusted for repeated measures); skin pigmentation categorized at 3 levels: Light
(Fitzpatrick | and Il), Medium (Fitzpatrick Il and IV), Dark (Fitzpatrick V and VI). Mean bias compared

by ANOVA,; precision compared by the Levene test.
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eTable 3. Pulse oximeter bias (SpO. - Sa0,) for different ranges of steady-state hypoxemia.

Oximeter Sa0, <70% Sa0; 70-80% Sa02 80-90%  Sa0,90-100% P Value
Masimo Radical-7
n 537 2,741 3,086 3,168
Mean Bias (%) 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.3 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 2.8 24 1.8 1.3 < 0.0001
Precision (%) 34 3.3 25 1.8 < 0.0001
Arms (95% ClI, %) 4.0(3.6,44) 3.5(3.3,3.7) 2.7 (2.6, 2.8) 1.9 (1.8, 2.0)

Lower LOA (95% CI, %)  -4.7(-5.3,-4.1) -52(-5.6,-4.8) -4.0(-4.2,-37) -3.3(-3.4,-3.1)
Upper LOA (95% CI, %)  8.8(8.0,9.6)  7.8(7.3,82)  59(56,6.1)  3.9(3.8 4.1)

Nellcor N-595
n 551 2,808 3,151 3,230
Mean Bias (%) 25 1.8 1.3 0.5 < 0.0001
Mean |Bias| (%) 3.1 23 1.7 1.1 <0.0001
Precision (%) 3.6 25 1.9 1.5 < 0.0001
Arms (95% ClI, %) 4.4 (3.7,5.0) 3.1(3.0,3.2) 2.3(2.2,2.4) 1.6 (1.5, 1.7)

Lower LOA (95% Cl, %)  -4.5(-5.6,-3.4) -3.1(-3.3,-2.8) -2.4(-2.6,2.2) -2.4(-2.6,-2.2)
Upper LOA (95% CI, %)  9.5(8.1,10.9) 6.7 (6.4, 7.0) 5.1 (4.8, 5.3) 3.4 (3.3, 3.6)

Data represent the result or the result (95% confidence interval).

SpO;, pulse oximeter measured oxygen saturation; SaO», arterial blood oxygen saturation measured with a
Radiometer ABL 90; |Bias| is the absolute value of the bias; precision, the standard deviation (SD) of the bias;
Arms, root mean square error (with 95% confidence intervals by bootstrapping); LOA, 95% limits of agreement (with
95% confidence intervals by bootstrapping), mean bias + 1.96 SD (adjusted for repeated measures). Mean bias
compared by repeated-measures analysis of variance; precision compared by the Levene test.
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eTable 4. Missed hypoxemia diagnosis, defined as SaO: < 88%, with SpO: at defined thresholds

SpO:2 Threshold = 92% = 94% = 96% 92-96%
Masimo Radical 7
Light skin
Pl <1% 1 (0.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1(1.6%)
Pl 1-2% 1(1.3%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1(2.9%)
Pl = 2% 1 (0.3%) 1 (0.5%) 1(0.7%) 0 (0.0%)
All Light 3 (0.6%) 1 (0.3%) 1(0.4%) 2 (0.7%)
Medium skin
Pl <1% 17 (4.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 17 (8.5%)
Pl 1-2% 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Pl = 2% 2 (0.2%) 2 (0.3%) 2 (0.5%) 0 (0.0%)
All Medium 19 (1.3%) 2 (0.2%) 2 (0.3%) 17 (2.1%)
Dark skin
Pl <1% 51 (19.1%) 32 (14.3%) 14 (8.7%) 39 (30.2%)
Pl 1-2% 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Pl = 2% 1(0.2%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.4%)
All Dark 52 (5.9%) 32 (4.7%) 14 (3.0%) 40 (8.7%)
All 74 (2.6%) 35 (1.6%) 17 (1.2%) 59 (3.8%)
Nellcor N-595
Light skin
Pl <1% 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Pl 1-2% 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Pl = 2% 3 (0.7%) 1 (0.4%) 1(0.5%) 2 (0.8%)
All Light 3 (0.5%) 1(0.2%) 1(0.3%) 2 (0.6%)
Medium skin
Pl <1% 9 (4.2%) 2 (1.2%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (7.8%)
Pl 1-2% 1 (0.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1(1.1%)
Pl = 2% 8 (0.7%) 8 (1.0%) 8 (1.4%) 0 (0.0%)
All Medium 18 (1.2%) 10 (0.9%) 8 (1.0%) 10 (1.2%)
Dark skin
Pl <1% 7 (4.2%) 3(2.1%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (7.9%)
Pl 1-2% 1(0.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 1(1.3%)
Pl = 2% 4 (0.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (1.3%)
All Dark 12 (1.4%) 3 (0.5%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (2.5%)
All 33 (1.1%) 14 (0.6%) 9 (0.6%) 24 (1.4%)

Missed hypoxemia is defined as the percentage of subjects in the specified SpO2 range who have
Sa0:2 < 88%; Sa0., arterial blood oxygen saturation measured with a Radiometer ABL 90; SpO2, pulse
oximeter measured oxygen saturation; Skin categories based on the Fitzpatrick scale: Light (I and 1),
Medium (Il and 1V), Dark (V and VI); Pl was divided by 10 for the Nellcor N-595 to match scales
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eFigure 1. Upper panels: Point measurements of SaO2 (hemoximetry, arterial blood) and SpO:2 readings from the Masimo Radical

7 and Nellcor N595 pulse oximeters during steady-state hypoxemia in healthy volunteers. The root mean-square deviation

(precision) for the oximeters between 60-100% SaO3, including all subjects and conditions, was 2.94% for the Masimo and 2.67%
for the Nellcor devices. Lower Panels: Modified Bland-Altman analysis of bias in 9763 pulse oximeter measurements. Lines indicate
95% confidence intervals (dashed) and least squares regression line.
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