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This figure presents the impact of ethnicity on pulse oximetry accuracy according to types of pulse oximeters evaluated. Results of analyses suggested that: 
· Masimo, Nellcor, Novametrix, and Ohmeda appear to have higher SpO2 measures than SaO2 readings by on average 1% in people from Black/African American ethnic groups. 
· Hewlett-Packard appears to obtain SpO2 by 2% lower than SaO2 readings in people with high skin pigmentation. 
· Novametrix gives a SpO2 measure higher than SaO2 readings by on average 1% in people from White/Caucasian ethnic groups whilst others of these devices appear to produce SpO2 measures with a bias no more than 1% compared with SaO2 readings in White/Caucasians and those from ethnicity other than Black or White. 
· Nonin does not result in over- or underestimation of oxygen saturation in people from any ethnic group.
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