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Evaluation of Reproducibility and Validity Comparison for
Pulse Wave Velocity Measurement Device
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E 1. Summary of the reproducibllity analysis results for between—observer and within—observer for each regional PWY.

items Between—observer Within-observer(A) Within-observer(B)
variable M SD SE r M SD SE r M SD SE r
Aortic 0.14 031 0.5 0.93+ 0.01 0.13 003 0.9 0.01 012 003 0.98x+
Am 0.18 042  0.10 0.58 0.02 013 003 0.95+ 0.04 0.14 003 0.94+
Leg 0.07 043 0.10 0.50+ 0.08 016 004 0.97+ 0.01 0.10 003 0.96+

M=mean difference, SD=standard deviation of mean difference, SE=standard error, r=correlation coefficient

+0<0.05, +p<0.01

E 2. Summary of the comparison results among manual method and three existing semi-automatic PWV measurement

equipments.
Frank Method Frank Method Frank Method VP-2000 PP-1000 VS-1000
Vs. Vs. Vs. Vs. Vs. Vs,
PP-1000 VP-2000 VS-1000 PP-1000 VS-1000 VP-2000
M
(mzae';) 075 037 1.41 0.38 066 104
23D . - - -~ -
(mised) -09372.42 -1.6572.38 -7.8671067 ~11771.93 -9.01710.33 91771125
Mean=mean difference, SD=standard deviation of mean difference
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