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ABSTRACT 

Background: 

In low- and middle-income countries, health workers use pulse oximeters for intermittent spot 

measurements of SpO2. However, the accuracy and reliability when used for spot measurements 

has not been determined. We evaluated the repeatability of spot measurements, and the ideal 

observation time of measurement to guide recommendations during spot check measurements. 

Methods: 

Two one-minute measurements were done for the 3,903 subjects enrolled in the study, collecting 

1Hz SpO2 and signal quality index (SQI) data. The repeatability between the two measurements 

was assessed using an intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC), calculated using a median of all 

seconds of non-zero SpO2 values for each recording (any quality, Q1), and again with a quality 

filter only using seconds with SQI ≥ 90% (good quality, Q2). The ICC was also calculated for 

both these conditions using subsets of the minute, in increasing increments of 5 seconds, up to 

the whole minute. Lastly, the whole minute ICC was calculated with good quality (Q2), 

including only records where both measurements had a mean SQI > 70% (Q3). 

Findings: 

The repeatability ICC with condition Q1 was 0.591 (95% confidence interval (CI) = 0.570, 

0.611). Using only the first 5 seconds of each measurement reduced the repeatability to 0.200 

(95% CI = 0.169, 0.230). Filtering with Q2, the whole minute ICC was 0.855 (95% CI = 0.847, 

0.864). The ICC did not improve beyond the first 35 seconds. For Q3, the repeatability rose to 

0.908 (95% CI = 0.901, 0.914). 

Conclusions: 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 28, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.21.22283800doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.21.22283800


 3 

Training guidelines must emphasize the importance of signal quality and duration of 

measurement, targeting a minimum of 35 seconds of adequate-quality, stable data. In addition, 

the design of new devices should incorporate user prompts and force quality checks to encourage 

more accurate pulse oximetry measurement. 

 

Trial Registration  

Clinical Trials.gov Identifier: NCT04304235, Registered 11 March 2020.  

 

INTRODUCTION 

Pulse oximetry is a non-invasive light-through-tissue technology that uses red and infrared light 

to measure oxygen saturation (SpO2). It is commonly used in emergency and in intensive care 

departments, during surgery, and even at home to monitor the oxygenation status of patients. The 

World Health Organization’s (WHO) updated pediatric Emergency Triage, Assessment, and 

Treatment (ETAT) guidelines recommend using pulse oximetry to determine the presence of 

hypoxemia in all children with ETAT emergency signs. They also recommend oxygen 

supplementation if SpO2 levels are below 90% or 94% (depending on the presence of respiratory 

distress and other clinical signs).1 When coupled with a reliable oxygen supply, monitoring SpO2 

with pulse oximetry in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) has been shown to reduce 

mortality from pneumonia by as much as 35%.2 When combined with clinical signs, a low 

oxygen saturation is a strong predictor of the need for hospital admission,3,4 or death 5 for 

children with infectious illnesses in LMICs.   
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The durability and replacement costs of pulse oximeter sensors have been a limiting factor in 

sustainable implementation of pulse oximetry as a clinical tool in LMICs.2 The increasing 

recognition of the importance of supplemental oxygen therapy and the finding that the current 

devices often do not perform well when used by frontline health workers has catalyzed the 

development of new pulse oximeters better suited to low-resource settings.6,7 Due to limited 

device availability, a lack of trained personnel, and excessive patient load, spot monitoring is 

likely to be more acceptable than continuous SpO2 monitoring for children in resource-limited 

environments.8 However, the reliability of spot measurements is uncertain. One approach is to 

take multiple SpO2 readings to inform clinical decisions of high importance.9 However, there has 

been a lack of research on how to achieve the most reliable SpO2 value within the shortest time 

and with the lowest training overhead for frontline health workers.  

 

We aimed to assess the repeatability of SpO2 spot measurements in routine triage of children 

during a clinical study in a low-resource environment, where repeatability is defined as the 

likelihood of getting the same results of a measurement with the same operator, same device, and 

same patient within a short period of time.10 

 

METHODS 

Study cohort 

This is a planned secondary analysis of pulse oximetry data from an interrupted time series study 

to validate a digital triaging platform called Smart Triage (Clinical Trials.gov Identifier: 

NCT04304235).11,12 We obtained repeated pulse oximetry measurements from 3,903 children 

presenting to the outpatient department of Jinja Regional Referral Hospital (JRRH, 2,141 
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patients) and Gulu Regional Referral Hospital (GRRH, 1,762 patients) in Uganda. All children 

seeking medical treatment for an acute systemic illness during the baseline phase of Smart Triage 

were eligible (April 2020 to March 2021 at JRRH and March 2021 to January 2022 at GRRH). 

Children from birth to 19 years were recruited based on the hospitals’ age threshold for pediatric 

admissions. Children seeking care for elective procedures or clinical review appointments were 

excluded. Participation was voluntary and written informed consent was provided by a parent or 

guardian prior to enrollment. Assent was required from children above eight years of age. 

Data collection 

Following consent and enrollment, a study nurse collected over 200 variables, including pulse 

oximetry and other clinical signs, symptoms, and sociodemographic variables.13 For each child, 

two one-minute pulse oximetry spot measurements were collected using a customized mobile 

application and a Masimo iSpO2® Pulse Oximeter (Masimo Corporation, USA) with micro-USB 

connected directly to an Android data collection tablet. The application was designed to 

encourage the user to obtain the highest quality recording using background color coding and 

forcing functions that minimized recordings of low-quality data. The user would connect the 

probe and wait for the color-coded quality signal, which appeared as a green background behind 

the waveform, before beginning the recording. Trend values, including heart rate (HR), SpO2, 

and signal quality index (SQI), were recorded at 1Hz and the raw plethysmograph waveform was 

recorded at 62.5Hz.14 The SQI was calculated as a percentage using Masimo status flags (excess 

light, artifacts, low perfusion, pulse search, low signal identification, and quality indicator), the 

perfusion index, and the variability of SpO2 and HR trends (Appendix A). The SQI for a spot 

measurement was calculated as the mean SQI from all the data. The time at the beginning of 

each measurement was recorded, which enabled the calculation of the time difference between 
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the two measurements given that each measurement lasted for 1 minute. The median SpO2 and 

HR values provided by the app for each one-minute measurement were calculated using data 

with SQI ≥ 90% (considered good quality). If there was no continuous 30 second period of good 

quality data, the application prompted the user to perform an additional measurement. Any 

number of recordings could be done, but staff were trained to acquire two good recordings and 

only the two highest quality measurements were saved and then analyzed in this study. 

Data analysis 

Records containing at least two pulse oximetry measurements recorded less than one hour apart 

and with more than 80% of their variables present were analyzed. The measurement with the 

highest SQI (SpO2-1) was compared to the measurement with the second highest quality SQI 

(SpO2-2). SpO2 values of 0 were ignored as these were seconds where the pulse oximeter failed 

to provide a value. The SQIs from the plethysmograph were summarized using histograms and 

the median time difference between the two recordings was calculated. 

The SpO2 for the spot measurements was re-calculated from the 1Hz data in three different ways, 

referred to as Q1-Q3. First, SpO2 dataset Q1 was calculated from the 1Hz data using all records 

and all non-zero seconds of SpO2 data. This calculation is most reflective of real-world clinical 

applications in which devices provide SpO2 values whenever they can be calculated and frontline 

health workers use numbers directly from the devices, without any intermediate averaging. The 

second SpO2 dataset, Q2, included all records, and followed the data collection application rules 

of only using data with good quality (an SQI ≥ 90%). This calculation indicates the repeatability 

under optimal SQI conditions while not excluding any patients. The third SpO2 dataset, Q3 

applied the good quality data rule from Q2, but only included records that had a mean SQI value 

(from all the data) of above 70% for both SpO2-1 and SpO2-2. 
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Agreement between the two SpO2 measurements using dataset Q1 were visualized using Bland 

Altman plots (SpO2 difference vs mean of the two measurements) to identify any systematic 

error within the measurements and possible outliers. Outliers were visually identified from the 

plots and were defined as measurements with an SpO2 absolute difference of greater than 20%. 

The repeatability bias (see Table 1 for definitions) and the limits of agreement were calculated 

for datasets Q1 and Q2. 

Table 1. Definitions of the terms used in the paper derived from the International Organization of 

Standardization 15 

 

 
Repeatability (see Table 1) was assessed using the intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) 

between the median SpO2 from SpO2-1 and SpO2-2 using a two-way random effects model with 

Term Definition 

Precision The closeness of agreement between independent test results obtained under stipulated 

conditions.  

Repeatability  Precision under repeatability conditions. In this study, this is the repeatability of pulse 

oximetry (SpO2) in children. 

Repeatability 

conditions  

Conditions where independent test results are obtained with the same method on 

identical test items in the same laboratory by the same operator using the same 

equipment within short intervals of time.  

Repeatability 

bias 

The bias under repeatability conditions, considering what set of samples as the test and 

the other as the reference. In this study, for the purposes of bias, the highest quality 

SpO2 recordings (SpO2-1) are considered the reference value and the second highest 

quality recordings (SpO2-2) are considered the test results. 

Accuracy  The closeness of agreement between a test result and the accepted reference value.  

Bias The difference between the expectation of the average test results and an accepted 

average reference value.  
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a single rater. The ICC was calculated for all three datasets, and the (Q1) and (Q2) calculations 

were repeated for different spot measurement durations in increments of 5 seconds up to the full 

minute of recording. Some patients for some durations had zero seconds of usable (non-zero 

SpO2) data and thus were not included in the ICC calculation. We then plotted these two 

conditions as overlapping bar graphs to see the effect of signal quality and measurement duration 

on the repeatability. Data was analyzed using R software version 4.1.2.16  

 

Ethics considerations 

This study was approved by the institutional review boards at the University of British Columbia 

in Canada (ID: H19-02398; H20-00484), the Makerere University School of Public Health in 

Uganda and the Uganda National Council for Science and Technology. 

 

FINDINGS 

Of the 3,903 patients enrolled in the study, we excluded 80 patients due to missing paired 

measurements (58) or time difference between the measurements of longer than one hour (22), 

leaving 3,823 patients who were included in this analysis. The median age (Interquartile range 

(IQR)) was 15 (26.6) months and 52% were male (Table 2).  

Table 2. Demographic variables of the patients included in the study 

 

 Females Males Overall 

Percentage (number) 48% (1,846) 52% (1,977) 3,823 

Median (interquartile 

range) age 

16.0 (28.4) months 14.2 (24.6) 

months 

14.8 (26.6) 

months 
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The median (IQR) SQI for all the data was 93% (92-97%) (Fig 1). Most (93%) of the highest-

quality observations (SpO2-1) from the two paired spot measurements had SQI ≥ 90%. For the 

lower quality observation (SpO2-2), 78% of measurements had SQI ≥ 90. There was a median 

(IQR) of 0.21 (0.13 - 0.65) minutes between measurements and 95% of the measurements 

occurred less than 8 minutes apart. 

Figure 1. Histogram of oxygen saturation measurements for SpO2-1 and SpO2-2 

 

 

 

In dataset Q1 (no quality consideration), both SpO2-1 and SpO2-2 had a median SpO2 ≥ 90% for 

99.0% of the records. Two patients were identified as outliers and both these patients had 

hypoxemia (SpO2 < 90%) for one of the two measurements.  

Large disagreements between SpO2-1 and SpO2-2 were only seen when the mean SpO2 of the 

two measurements was low (Figure 2). The repeatability bias of SpO2 was 0.04%. The spread 

between the upper and lower limits of agreement was 5.8%. Using Q2, the repeatability bias was 

0.03% and the spread of the upper and lower limits of agreement was 5.2%. 

 

Figure 2: Bland Altman plot for SpO2 values  
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The total number of cases (N) = 3,821. Each data point is for a pair of recordings with the y-axis as difference 

(SpO2-1 – SpO2-2) and the x-axis as the mean SpO2. Two outliers excluded. Incudes only SpO2 > 0. U95 = upper 

limit of confidence interval, L95 = lower limit of confidence interval. LoA = Limit of agreement.  

 

 

The ICC (Q1) (95% CI) for SpO2 measurements for the 60 seconds duration was 0.58 (0.56, 0.6) 

(Figure 3). The ICC (Q1) for the median (95% CI) SpO2 for only the first 5-seconds was 0.2 

(0.17, 0.23).  In general, the ICC (Q1) value increased with increasing duration of up to 40 

seconds. After 40 seconds, the ICC (Q1) plateaued at 0.5. The ICC (Q2) was much larger than 

the ICC (Q1) for all durations except in the first 10 seconds when the repeatability was very low 

for both. The ICC (Q2) plateaued after 35 seconds at 0.85. For the full 60 second duration, the 

ICC (Q3) (95% CI) was even higher at 0.91 (0.9, 0.91); (n= 3,230). 

Figure 3: ICC (Q1 and Q2) vs Duration. The total number of cases (N) = 3,823.  
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Dark bars represent intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) when including all seconds regardless of their 

SQI value (Q1). Light bars represent ICC when only seconds with SQI ≥ 90% were included (Q2). Less 

than 1% of the records were excluded in the first 15 seconds since those records did not have enough 

seconds matching the quality criteria. The bars indicate the ICC values over varying spot measurement 

durations. 

 
 
DISCUSSION: 

 

Summary: 

In this manuscript we report the repeatability of pulse oximetry measurement in children during 

triage at two hospitals in Uganda based on two 60-second spot measurements of SpO2 per child. 

The repeatability value for the full minute (ICC 0.85) was representative of high repeatability; 

however, shorter periods of observation, lower signal quality, and lower oxygen saturation 

reduced repeatability. When low quality data was included, there was a large reduction in 

repeatability and measurement agreement. Repeatability increased as the duration of recordings 

lengthened until the ICC plateaued at 35 seconds. Improved repeatability of SpO2 recordings can 

be achieved with practices such as optimizing signal quality, extending the duration of the 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 28, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.21.22283800doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.21.22283800


 12 

recording to at least 35 seconds and by performing repeat observations when SpO2 

measurements are below 90%.  

 

Implications for clinical care: 

The expansion of digital health tools in LMICs has been accelerated by the COVID-19 

pandemic.18,19,20 Pulse oximeters are in demand in low resource settings, and it is critical that 

they are used appropriately.8,21 The integration of pulse oximetry into the digital health landscape 

is an opportunity to design intelligent systems that include averaging for spot measurements, 

filtering based on quality criteria, and enforcing of minimum measurement durations. 

Understanding the factors that reduce repeatability will facilitate improved device design and 

optimize clinical procedures and training. 

We have shown that both SQI and duration of measurement should be optimized to improve 

repeatability. We observed that without quality filtering, two SpO2 measurements done by the 

same observer, using the same device on the same patient over a short period of time, have only 

moderate repeatability based on an ICC of 0.5. There are multiple factors that will reduce the 

repeatability of an SpO2 measurement in addition to the accuracy of the device itself. These 

factors include the short-term variation within the patient (within subject variation), the 

variations in how observers perform the measurement (within and between observer variation), 

and other variations in filtering, averaging, or rounding of measurements.  

It may take time for the measurement to stabilize when applying a pulse oximeter to a child due 

to the delay in signal processing algorithms in the device.22 This period of stabilization will vary 

between devices, subjects (based on their oxygenation status), and operators. Poor application of 

the sensor (sensor exposure to external light) or a restless child (sensor motion) are both 
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recognized by the Masimo pulse oximeter and contributed to lower SQI and thus delays in 

stabilization of the measurement. However, we have shown that choosing an observation 

obtained over a short time frame (initial 5 seconds) will lead to poor repeatability and larger 

variability than a longer measurement, even when data collectors are trained to wait for this 

stabilization and design affordance features are used (i.e., a green colored background indicating 

good quality data, SQI ≥ 90%). The increased variability will most likely lead to reduced 

accuracy in the measurement, which can ultimately affect prompt identification and treatment of 

hypoxemia.  

Limitations: 

This study was performed at only two institutions and included only 14 observers. All pulse 

oximeter data was collected with identical pulse oximeter models and a custom application that 

was designed to improve observer performance. There may have been some dependency 

between observers, but initial analysis of the ICC (Q1) using a multiple-rater model showed no 

significant difference, so this dependency was not included in the final analysis. Further, external 

validity of the study may be limited as the study sites in Uganda are at an altitude of 1100-1200m 

above sea level. The relative hypoxia at this altitude may have reduced the repeatability due to 

the non-linear shape of the oxygen saturation curve. The range of SpO2 values measured may 

have biased ICC values compared to observations at sea level. The largest differences in SpO2 

were seen at low SpO2 values, but this is to be expected given that the majority of the SpO2 

values were high (>90%) and on the flat part of the oxygen dissociation.17 Additionally, this 

secondary analysis did not consider clinical outcomes, nor attempt to define an acceptable ICC 

value for adequate repeatability. ICC values have previously been defined as the following: less 

than 0.2 slight repeatability, between 0.2 and 0.4 low repeatability, between 0.4 and 0.7 moderate 
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repeatability, between 0.7 and 0.9 high repeatability, and greater than 0.9 very high repeatability. 

23 Using this scale, this study showed that repeatability increased from low to moderate when 

using 35 seconds of data versus a shorter time frame. A further increase to high repeatability 

occurred when only good quality data was used to calculate the median reported SpO2. Lastly, 

poor repeatability of pulse oximetry measurements may not necessarily indicate poor accuracy, 

and one should not be taken as a substitute for the other.  

Conclusion: 

This study demonstrates that shorter periods of observation, lower signal quality, and lower 

oxygen saturation levels reduce repeatability of pulse oximetry measurements. Repeatability of 

observations is critically important for making optimal clinical decisions but also essential when 

performing device validation. These results should inform training for health workers who 

perform pulse oximetry. For example, observers (or a pulse oximetry device) should average 

SpO2 readings for at least 35 seconds of good quality data to obtain a repeatable measurement. 

Future studies should concentrate on within observer uncertainty in different settings and with 

different devices and evaluate other causes of uncertainty such as within subject variability. 
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APPENDIX A 

 
The Signal Quality Index (SQI) calculated during the pulse oximetry data collection for the Smart Triage 

study has a range of 0-100%. 100% is considered to be a perfect quality signal. The algorithm takes the 

following input at 1Hz: HR (heart rate), SpO2 (oxygen saturation), PFI (perfusion index) and Masimo flags 

for no sensor detected, defective sensor, sensor off patient, search for pulse, low Signal IQ, and low 

perfusion. 

 

The SQI algorithm starts with 100% and subtracts penalty values from this based on any conditions 

identified. The SQI is never set below 0%.  

 

Pseudo code for the algorithm (run at 1Hz): 

 
1. If there is no HR calculated (HR = 0), SQI = 0, skip all below steps. 

2. Set SQI = 100. 

3. Check the Masimo flags: 

a. If no sensor detected, defective sensor, or sensor off patient, SQI = 0. 

b. If artifacts flag within the last 1.2 seconds, SQI = SQI – 40. 
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c. If searching for pulse, SQI = SQI – 60. 

d. If low perfusion flag, SQI = SQI – 50. 

4. Calculate PFI as a percentage out of 20. 

a. If PFI% ≤ 2.5% then SQI = 0. 

b. Otherwise, if PFI% ≤ 6% then SQI = SQI – 40. 

c. Otherwise, if PFI% < 25% then give a small penalty according to the following: 

Calculate P as the percent of the way from 25% down to 6% using the formula: 
P = 25 – PFI 

    25 – 6 

Then multiply this value by 10 to get PP (0 < PP < 10), then SQI = SQI – PP. 

5. Check SpO2 variability. The last 30 seconds of SpO2 data is stored to look at variability. 

a. Calculate the interquartile range of SpO2, SIQR. 

b. Calculate the median SpO2, SM. 

c. If    SIQR   > 10.0, then SQI = SQI – 40. 

    2 * SM 

6. Check HR variability. The last 30 seconds of HR data is stored to estimate variability. 

a. Calculate the interquartile range of HR, HIQR. 

b. Calculate the median HR, HM. 

c. If    HIQR   > 10.0, then SQI = SQI – 40. 

     2 * HM 

 

The resulting SQI from the above algorithm is displayed as a color in the data collection app. Below is a 

diagram of the colors used. Only green seconds of data (SQI ≥ 90) are used in calculating an overall 

median HR and SpO2 for the spot-check measurement (Figure 4). 

 

Figure 4: SQI color coding feedback in the data collection app.  
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