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eFigure 1: Primary methods of assessing CPR quality


*Other (please specify): a combination of provided options 

*Some respondents worked at multiple practice settings
†:Critical care (2),FACEP (Fellow of the American College of EM)(1), ABEM(American Board of EM)(1), CSPQ (Certificate de Spécialiste de la Province de Québec), FRCPC- other, MD,R2, Surgical internship, pre-specialty era (1983)
** Some respondents skipped various questions which is why “n” is variable for different characteristics



















[bookmark: _GoBack]eFigure 2: Perceived barriers for the use of CPR feedback devices




Real time pulse check	Visual observation and verbal feedback from team member	End Tidal CO2	Arterial line tracing	Coronary Perfusion Pressure	CPR feedback device (ie. defibrillator with verbal/visual feedback)	Other (please specify)	



Real time pulse check	Visual observation and verbal feedback from team member	End Tidal CO2	Arterial line tracing	Coronary Perfusion Pressure	CPR feedback device (ie. defibrillator with verbal/visual feedback)	Other (please specify)	96	133	70	4	0	13	7	
Percentage of Respondents
Responses	Unavailable in department	Unfamiliarity and/or experience with technology	No clear guidelines/evidence for their use	Too costly	Personal preference	Other (please specify)	Too busy	Not applicable, I use feedback devices	0.91839999999999999	0.3503	0.2177	9.5200000000000007E-2	5.0999999999999997E-2	3.4000000000000002E-2	2.7199999999999998E-2	1.7000000000000001E-2	


