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Abstract (248/250 words) 29 

Background: Multiple-breath nitrogen washout is an established and sensitive technique to 30 

assess functional residual capacity and ventilation inhomogeneity in the lung. Indirect 31 

calculation of nitrogen concentration requires precise calibration and accurate measurement 32 

of gas concentrations.  33 

Aim: We investigated the accuracy of the carbon dioxide gas concentration used for the 34 

indirect calculation of nitrogen concentration in a commercial multiple-breath washout (MBW) 35 

device (EasyOne Pro LAB, ndd Medizintechnik AG, Zurich, Switzerland) and its impact on 36 

outcomes. 37 

Methods: A high-precision calibration gas mixture was used to evaluate sensor output and 38 

calculated carbon dioxide concentration. We assessed the impact of a corrected CO2 signal 39 

on MBW outcomes in a dataset of healthy children and adults and children with lung disease. 40 

Results: The EasyOne device uses a respiratory quotient-based adjustment to correct the 41 

measured carbon dioxide signal for potential long-term changes in sensor output. In the 42 

majority of measurements (89%), this resulted in an overestimation of expired nitrogen 43 

concentrations (range -0.7 to 1.7%), and consequently MBW outcomes. Correction of the CO2 44 

signal reduced the mean (range) cumulative expired volume by 27.1% (-58.1%; 1.0%), 45 

functional residual capacity by 11.1% (-21.6%; 1.2%), and lung clearance index by 18.3% (-46 

44.0%; -0.3%). Additionally, within-visit variability was substantially reduced with the corrected 47 

signals. 48 

Conclusion: Inadequate signal-correction of the measured CO2 concentration in the EasyOne 49 

Pro LAB device leads to a non-systematic error in expired nitrogen concentrations and 50 

overestimation of test outcomes. Two-point calibration of the CO2 sensor may maintain 51 

accurate measurement of gas concentrations and overcome this error. 52 
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Introduction 53 

Over the past decade, the lung clearance index (LCI) from the multiple-breath washout (MBW) 54 

test has become an established endpoint for clinical surveillance and interventional trials in 55 

patients with cystic fibrosis (CF)1-6. During a multiple-breath nitrogen washout, subjects inhale 56 

pure oxygen (100% O2) to gradually wash out resident nitrogen (N2) from the lung. The expired 57 

volume required to reach 2.5% of the starting N2 concentration provides a sensitive measure 58 

of ventilation inhomogeneity (LCI) expressed in multiples of the functional residual capacity 59 

(FRC)7. 60 

Currently, two commercially available N2-MBW devices are mainly used in clinical trials, the 61 

EasyOne Pro LAB (EasyOne; ndd Medzintechnik AG; clinicaltrials.gov identifier: 62 

NCT04138589, NCT03691779) and the Exhalyzer D (Eco Medics AG; clinicaltrials.gov 63 

identifier: NCT04537793)8,9. Both devices derive the nitrogen concentration indirectly based 64 

on molar mass and gas measurements, but there is poor agreement in outcomes between 65 

setups and the devices can not be used interchangeably10-12. Previous studies have suggested 66 

several factors that might contribute to the disagreement between devices, including i) 67 

algorithms used to compute outcomes10,11, ii) dead space volumes11,12, iii) impact of on-68 

demand oxygen supply on breathing pattern10,12, and iv) potential sensor errors12. 69 

We recently characterized a substantial sensor-crosstalk error in the Exhalyzer D device that 70 

causes an overestimation of expired nitrogen concentrations. Correction for this error 71 

substantially reduces the main outcomes FRC and LCI by 8.9% and 11.9%, respectively, in 72 

children13,14 and by 10.5% and 16.1%, respectively, in infants and toddlers15. Unlike the 73 

Exhalyzer D, which requires daily calibration of the CO2 and O2 sensors16, the EasyOne device 74 

features a CO2 sensor advertised to provide accurate measurements without regular 75 

calibration17. Rather than being scaled from a two-point gas calibration, the EasyOne device 76 

assumes a fixed respiratory quotient (RQ) between patients and throughout the washout, and 77 

scales the measured CO2 signal to meet a set RQ condition using a correction factor (CO2-78 
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gain factor). The CO2-gain factor is used to correct the measured carbon dioxide signal for 79 

potential long-term changes in sensor output. 80 

Due to the natural variability of the RQ, we hypothesized that correcting the measured CO2 81 

signal based on an assumed and fixed RQ will result in inaccurate CO2 and N2 concentrations 82 

in the majority of measurements. In this study we investigated the accuracy of the RQ-based 83 

adjustment of the EasyOne CO2 sensor and assessed the impact of a corrected and an 84 

uncorrected CO2 concentration on MBW outcomes in healthy children and adults and children 85 

with lung disease.86 
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Methods 87 

Study Design and population 88 

This was an experimental study to assess the accuracy of the measured and corrected CO2 89 

concentration and its impact on MBW outcomes in the EasyOne device (ndd Medizintechnik 90 

AG, Zurich, Switzerland). We included MBW data from healthy children (Basel-Bern Infant 91 

Lung Development (BILD) cohort18), healthy adults, and children and adolescents diagnosed 92 

with CF or primary ciliary dyskinesia (PCD) lung disease (Table 1). The Ethics Committee of 93 

the Canton of Bern, Switzerland approved the study protocol (2019-01072, 2019-01591) and 94 

participants or parents gave written consent. 95 

 96 

Table 1. Study population characteristics. Displayed as mean (SD) if not indicated otherwise. Age on test date 97 
as mean (min; max). Abbreviations: CF: cystic fibrosis; PCD: primary ciliary diskinisia; LCI: lung clearance index 98 
[turnover]. 99 

 100 

Measurement principle and sensor characteristics 101 

Applying Dalton's law of partial pressures, the EasyOne device (ndd Medizintechnik AG) 102 

computes an indirect nitrogen concentration based on the measurement of molar mass (MM) 103 

and carbon dioxide (CO2)19. Under the assumptions that i) only the four gases nitrogen, argon, 104 

carbon dioxide, and oxygen vary in concentration during the washout and ii) that nitrogen and 105 

argon are always present in an assumed fixed ratio, a nitrogen concentration can be computed 106 

by solving the equations 1 and 220. 107 

Lung disease

Children Adults Children

Subjects (female) [n] 8 (6) 10 (5) 8 (5)

  CF [n]  -  - 7

  PCD [n]  -  - 1

Age [years] 11.0 (8.6; 13.9) 32.4 (27.1; 41.7) 14.4 (11.0; 16.9)

Weight [kg] 37.1 (5.8) 71.9 (16.0) 51.3 (8.7)

Length [cm] 1.47 (0.1) 1.76 (0.1) 1.62 (0.1)

LCI [TO] 7.37 (1.25) 6.74 (0.8) 8.56 (1.6)

Healthy controls
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𝑀𝑀𝑠𝑠 = 𝑓𝐻2𝑂𝑀𝑀𝐻2𝑂 + 𝑓𝐴𝑟𝑀𝑀𝐴𝑟 + 𝑓𝐶𝑂2𝑀𝑀𝐶𝑂2 + 𝑓𝑂2𝑀𝑀𝑂2 + 𝑓𝑁2𝑀𝑀𝑁2 (1)
 

1 = 𝑓𝐻2𝑂 + 𝑓𝐴𝑟 + 𝑓𝐶𝑂2 + 𝑓𝑂2 + 𝑓𝑁2 (2)
 108 

Equations 1 and 2. Computation of nitrogen concentration based on measured molar mass and carbon 109 
dioxide. Assuming that i) only the four gases N2, Ar, CO2 and O2 vary in concentration and ii) that N2 and Ar are 110 
always present in an assumed fixed ratio, the equations 1 and 2 are solved for the unknown concentrations of N2, 111 
Ar, and O2. Abbreviations: MMss: sidestream molar mass, f: fraction, MM: molar mass, H2O: water vapour, Ar: argon, 112 
CO2: carbon dioxide, O2: oxygen, N2: nitrogen. 113 

The sensors for MM and CO2 require a calibration to provide a stable and accurate signal over 114 

time20. For the MM sensor, a two-point calibration is performed during each measurement, 115 

using the known molar mass values of pure oxygen and room air, which are encountered 116 

during and after an automatic oxygen pulse before each measurement. For the CO2 sensor, 117 

such a calibration is not possible due to a lack of two distinct points of known CO2 118 

concentration. Instead of performing a calibration for the CO2 sensor, the EasyOne device 119 

calculates a correction factor for the CO2 signal (CO2-gain factor) based on the assumption 120 

that the respiratory quotient (equation 3) during the first breaths before the wash-out start (pre-121 

phase) is equal to a fixed value across the measurement and between patients. The CO2 signal 122 

in each measurement is then adjusted to meet this condition for the RQ20.  123 

𝑅𝑄 =
𝐶𝑂2 𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑

𝑂2 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑚𝑒𝑑
(3) 124 

Equation 3. Respiratory quotient. Abbreviations: RQ: respiratory quotient, CO2: carbon dioxide, O2: oxygen. 125 

 126 

Validation of CO2 concentration 127 

To validate the RQ-based rescaling of the measured CO2 signal, we collected standard N2-128 

MBW measurements using the EasyOne Pro LAB (ndd Medizintechnik AG, Zurich, 129 

Switzerland) as recommended by the manufacturer20 and current consensus guidelines21 and 130 

added a pulse of a technical gas mixture (reference) at the end of each measurement (Figure 131 

1). We compared the CO2 concentration during the gas pulse reported by WBreath analysis 132 

software (v3.54.0, ndd Medizintechnik AG, Zurich, Switzerland) with the known concentration 133 

of the reference gas mixture. The technical gas mixture contained 5% CO2, 95% O2, and no 134 

N2 with a precision of ±1% (Carbagas AG, Muri bei Bern, Switzerland). We then recalculated 135 
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the CO2-gain factor required to set the measured CO2 concentration to the reference gas 136 

concentration, and re-analyzed the gathered raw data with corrected CO2-gain factors to 137 

determine the impact on CO2 and N2 concentrations and MBW outcomes (calibrated CO2). In 138 

addition, we performed a re-analysis without adjustment of the measured CO2 signal (fixed 139 

CO2-gain factor of 1.0). 140 
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 141 

Figure 1. Signal traces of a MBW trial with reference gas pulse. Displayed are flow [L/s], sidestream molar 142 
mass [g/mol], default (black solid) and calibrated (red dashed) O2-corrected CO2 [%], default and calibrated N2 [%], 143 
and O2 [%] signals including a gas pulse with a technical gas mixture (shaded area) of a healthy adult. Default 144 
signals were analyzed as recommended while calibrated CO2-signals were recalculated based on the known CO2-145 
concentration of the reference gas with adjusted CO2-gain values for CO2 (WBreath v3.54.0). In the N2 panel, end 146 
of test marks the first breath of the washout with an end-expiratory tracer gas-concentration below the end-of-test 147 
criterion of 1/40th of the initial tracer gas concentration (normalized 2.5%) for default and CO2-calibrated signals, 148 
respectively. Reanalysis with calibrated CO2 values resulted in a decrease in nitrogen concentration and an earlier 149 
end-of-test (e.g. reaching 1/40th of the initial tracer gas concentration five breaths earlier (calibrated CO2 end-of-150 
test) compared to the default end-of-test. 151 
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Data Analysis 152 

To assess the accuracy of the RQ-based adjustment of the CO2 sensor we used the EasyOne 153 

CO2 sensor to measure the CO2 concentration of a high precision technical gas mixture. We 154 

calculated the mean CO2 concentration of the sensor reading over a 30-second pulse while 155 

systematically excluding any artifacts at the start/end of the pulse (e.g. sensor rise times). We 156 

assessed the impact of a measured and corrected CO2 signal on MBW outcomes (LCI, FRC, 157 

CEV) by comparing the outcomes of a default analysis (default; WBreath 3.54.0, ndd 158 

Medizintechnik AG, Zurich, Switerland) with outcomes of a corrected analysis (with modified 159 

CO2-gain factors; calibrated CO2) as well as without correction of the CO2 signal (fixed CO2-160 

gain) using paired t-tests and Bland-Altman plots. Intergroup differences were compared using 161 

unpaired t-tests. Within-visit repeatability (standard deviation) was compared using a variance 162 

ratio test. Statistical analysis was performed using Stata 16.1 (StataCorp, College Station, 163 

USA) and GraphPad Prism 8 (GraphPad Software, San Diego, USA). A p≤0.05 was 164 

considered significant.165 
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Results 166 

We assessed the CO2 concentration in 72 trials from 26 study visits in healthy children, healthy 167 

adults, and children with lung disease (Table 1). Four trials (three in healthy children, one in 168 

children with lung disease) were excluded from this analysis (three due to irregular breathing; 169 

one due to a possible leak).  170 

Error in CO2 concentration and resulting N2 concentration 171 

We found that the RQ-based adjustment of the measured CO2 concentration used in the 172 

EasyOne device results in a random error of the CO2 concentration (range: -0.1 to 0.8%; Figure 173 

1 and 2A). Based on known concentrations during the reference gas pulse (5% CO2, 95% O2, 174 

0% N2), we derived corrected CO2-gain factors and re-analyzed the gathered raw data. Due to 175 

the indirect measurement principle, the error in CO2 concentration led to a non-systematic error 176 

in nitrogen concentration (Figure 2B). In 64/72 (88.9%) measurements, the nitrogen 177 

concentration was overestimated (range: -0.7 to 1.7%). 178 

 179 

Figure 2. CO2 and N2 error. Shown are the absolute differences between the measured and known reference gas 180 
concentrations during the gas pulse for CO2 (A) and derived N2 (B) for 72 measurements. 181 

 182 

Impact of correct CO2-concentrations on MBW outcomes 183 

Application of corrected CO2-gain factors had a significant impact on all MBW outcomes 184 

(calibrated CO2; Figure 3 and table 2). Following the correct CO2-calibration, the mean (range) 185 
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cumulative expired volume (CEV) decreased by 27.1% (-58.1% to 1.0%), functional residual 186 

capacity (FRC) decreased by 11.1% (-21.6% to 1.2%), and LCI decreased by 18.3% (-44.0% 187 

to -0.3%). Overall, the change in outcomes following calibration of the CO2 correction was 188 

dependent on the magnitude of the outcomes themselves for both LCI and FRC (Figure 4). 189 

For most measurements, the lower corrected end-expiratory nitrogen concentration resulted 190 

in an earlier end of test (i.e., reaching 1/40th of the initial N2 concentration) and thus a lower 191 

CEV. Lower N2 concentrations throughout the measurement caused a decrease in FRC. Re-192 

analysis without correction of the measured CO2 signal (no CO2 correction; using a fixed CO2-193 

gain factor of 1.0) resulted in small, yet statistically significant differences to the calibrated CO2 194 

correction: mean CEV differed by 3.2%, mean FRC by 1.2%, and mean LCI by 1.9% (Figure 195 

3 and supplemental table 1).  196 

 197 

Table 2. Impact of calibrated CO2 correction on MBW outcomes. Visit means of LCIao, FRC, and CEV as 198 
reported in WBreath analysis software (v3.54.0) with default and calibrated (recalibrated to the reference CO2-199 
concentration. Statistics: paired t test. Abbreviations: LCIao: lung clearance index [turnover] at airway opening; 200 
FRC: functional residual capacity [ml/kg]; CEV: cumulative expired volume [l]. 201 

 202 

Default Calibrated

n mean mean mean [TO] mean [%] p value

HC adults 10 6.74 5.81 -0.93 -1.8 ; 0.0 -13.81 -22.50 ; -0.25 0.0010

HC children 8 7.21 6.03 -1.18 -3.0 ; -0.5 -16.41 -35.55 ; -7.68 0.0043

LD children 8 8.56 6.09 -2.47 -4.5 ; -0.8 -28.87 -43.98 ; -10.28 0.0013

HC adults 10 44.90 41.43 -3.47 -8.5 ; 0.5 -7.73 -14.77 ; 1.23 0.0015

HC children 8 39.22 34.91 -4.31 -5.7 ; -2.0 -10.99 -17.85 ; -4.29 0.0000

LD children 8 38.76 32.88 -5.88 -10.4 ; -2.3 -15.17 -21.58 ; -6.07 0.0004

HC adults 10 24.04 18.84 -5.20 -15.5 ; 0.2 -21.63 -33.93 ; 0.96 0.0059

HC children 8 11.49 8.68 -2.81 -5.0 ; -1.9 -24.45 -48.05 ; -11.78 0.0001

LD children 8 19.35 11.48 -7.87 -15.8 ; -2.8 -40.69 -58.06 ; -16.23 0.0026

range [TO] range [%]

CEV [L]

Difference

LCI [TO]

FRC [mL/kg]
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203 
Figure 3. Impact of a corrected and uncorrected CO2 concentration on main MBW outcomes. Visit means of 204 
LCIao, FRC, and CEV as reported in WBreath analysis software (v3.54.0) with default CO2 correction (hollow 205 
circles), calibrated CO2 correction (recalibrated to the reference CO2 concentration (grey circles)), and measured 206 
CO2 without correction and a fixed CO2-gain factor of 1.0 (no CO2 correction (grey triangles)). Statistics: before-207 
after plots with mean; paired t test: *p≤0.05, **p≤0.01, ***p≤0.001. Abbreviations: LCIao: lung clearance index at 208 
airway opening [turnover]; FRC: functional residual capacity [ml/kg]; CEV: cumulative expired volume [l]; ns: no 209 
significant difference. 210 

 211 
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 212 

Figure 4. Bland-Altman plots of LCI (A-C) and FRC (D-F) agreement between default and calibrated CO2 213 
concentration. The bold dashed line represents the bias, the fine dashed lines the upper and lower limits of 214 
agreement (mean difference ± 1.96 SD). 215 

 216 

Across all study groups, within-visit variability was substantially reduced when using the 217 

calibrated CO2 concentration (SDdefault=1.7, SDcalibrated CO2=0.7, p≤0.001; Figures 5A and B). 218 

Likewise, the uncorrected CO2 concentration (fixed CO2-gain) resulted in a smaller intra-test 219 

variability compared to the default CO2 concentration (SDdefault=1.7, SDuncorrected CO2=0.8, 220 

p≤0.001; Figures 5A and C).  221 

 222 

Figure 5. Change in within-visit variability. Within-visit variability (SD) was substantially reduced when analyzed 223 
with calibrated CO2 concentrations (recalibrated to the reference CO2-concentration (B, calibrated CO2)), as well as 224 
uncorrected CO2 concentrations and a fixed CO2-gain factor of 1.0 (C, uncorrected CO2) compared to the 225 
recommended analysis (A, default). Abbreviations: HA: healthy adults (n=10); HC: healthy children (n=8); LDC: lung 226 
disease children (n=8); LCIao: lung clearance index at airway opening [turnover]. 227 
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Discussion 228 

The objective of this study was to investigate the accuracy of the RQ-based adjustment of the 229 

measured CO2 concentration and the impact of corrected CO2 concentration on MBW 230 

outcomes in healthy children and adults and children with lung disease. We report a significant, 231 

non-systematic error in the EasyOne Pro LAB MBW device which in most measurements 232 

resulted in an overestimation of expired nitrogen concentrations, and consequently MBW 233 

results. Additionally, this error resulted in high within-visit variability in outcomes, especially in 234 

children. 235 

Sensor accuracy 236 

We characterized the RQ-based signal correction and resulting non-systematic error in carbon 237 

dioxide and nitrogen concentration. Previous validation studies using in-vitro lung models did 238 

not specifically examine the influence of continuous and/or physiological CO2 concentrations 239 

over the course of the washout10,12, mainly because of two reasons: i) additional CO2 causes 240 

a volume drift when added to a Plexiglas model, and ii) a starting concentration of (e.g. 5%) 241 

CO2 in the lung compartment of a lung model without continuously added CO2 influx will 242 

washout over the first few breaths of the washout, thus missing the vulnerable period at the 243 

end of the washout where small errors may have a big impact on derived nitrogen 244 

concentrations. This made it obviously difficult to identify the signal-correction error of the CO2 245 

sensor as there was no reference CO2 concentration for validation. 246 

The observed error in our EasyOne device resulted in N2 concentrations between -0.7 to +1.7% 247 

during a gas mixture pulse where no nitrogen was present, thus exceeding the recommended 248 

measurement accuracy outlined by the American Thoracic Society (ATS) and the European 249 

Respiratory Society (ERS) of relative 5% accuracy at the test end21. Furthermore, the observed 250 

error in CO2 concentration (range: -0.1 to 0.8%) during the gas mixture pulse exceeded sensor 251 

accuracy of 0.15% specified by the manufacturer17,22. 252 
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Together with the reports of a substantial cross-sensitivity error in the Exhalyzer D MBW 253 

device13, these findings once more emphasize the need for more robust methods of validation 254 

of MBW devices. Ideally, an O2-consuming and CO2-producing in-vitro lung model should 255 

resemble physiological conditions for a wide range of lung volumes while allowing direct 256 

comparison of outcomes. Certainly, MBW devices based on an indirect measurement principle 257 

(e.g. Exhalyzer D, Eco Medics AG, and EasyOne Pro LAB, ndd Medzintechnik AG) should be 258 

transparent to the operator and enable the validation of measured gas concentrations which 259 

in turn are used to derive tracer gas concentrations. 260 

Correction of signal correction error 261 

The respiratory quotient-based signal correction error observed in this study seems to be non-262 

systematic. While the application of a known reference gas mixture to calibrate the measured 263 

CO2 concentration is an option for future measurements, it is not possible to correct for this 264 

error in the retrospective analysis of existing data. Due to the non-systematic nature of the 265 

error and the unknown “true” RQ of each trial, there is no correction function which could be 266 

applied to existing datasets at the moment. However, in our device, not applying such an 267 

adjustment at all and instead using a fixed CO2-gain factor substantially reduced the variability 268 

and resulted in smaller differences compared to the calibrated CO2 correction. Thus, a center 269 

or device-specific fixed CO2-gain factor could potentially be determined and used for 270 

retrospective corrections to existing datasets within a certain margin of error. However, this 271 

does not account for unknown long-term changes in sensor output over the history of the 272 

device.  273 

Effect size of correct calibration 274 

The reference gas pulse at the end of each measurement made it possible to correct the CO2 275 

signal to a known concentration by applying individual CO2-gain factors. As the nitrogen 276 

concentration was overestimated in the majority of measurements, correction of the CO2 signal 277 

resulted in substantially reduced MBW outcomes overall with a large effect size ranging 278 
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between –44.0% and -0.3% for LCI. The effect was more pronounced in children than in adults 279 

and even greater in children with lung disease, where the mean (range) LCI changed by  280 

-28.9% (-44.0%; -10.3%). It is unclear whether this was due to higher LCI values or related to 281 

different RQs in patients with lung disease. 282 

Previous studies reported significant differences in main MBW outcomes between the 283 

commercial EasyOne and Exhalyzer D MBW devices and FRC from other lung function tests 284 

(e.g. body plethysmography)10,12. Differences in the underlying algorithms for signal processing 285 

of raw data and the calculation of MBW outcomes, as well as potential effects of on-demand 286 

oxygen supply via variable bias flows on the breathing pattern have been the focus of attention. 287 

However, these factors could not sufficiently explain consistently lower lung volumes in the 288 

EasyOne when compared to other lung function tests (e.g. body plethysmography) and the 289 

Exhalyzer D or, depending on the study, varying differences in LCI11,12. Given that the 290 

correction of the recently described cross-sensitivity error in the Exhalyzer D device resulted 291 

in a decrease of FRC by 8.9% and that the correct CO2 signal in the EasyOne device resulted 292 

in an 11.1% reduction of FRC, the corrected values of both devices could potentially narrow 293 

the previously described difference10,12. 294 

We found that it was not possible to correct CO2 and N2 concentrations simultaneously. A 295 

summary on remaining differences in MBW outcomes when analysed for correct CO2 or N2 296 

concentrations is provided in the online supplement. Possible causes for the remaining 297 

difference include i) an erroneous drift correction of the molar mass signal, ii) a water vapor 298 

dependence in the argon-to-nitrogen ratio, iii) an O2-CO2 crosstalk error, or iv) an error in any 299 

of the underlying constants. Therefore, additional work is needed to systematically investigate 300 

these algorithms.  301 

Impact on clinical interpretation and ongoing studies 302 

Our findings call into question previously published results obtained with the EasyOne MBW 303 

device. The respiratory quotient-based signal correction error observed in this study was non-304 
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systematic and there is no validated correction function for existing datasets at the moment. 305 

While the use of a device-specific fixed CO2-gain factor may improve the range of the observed 306 

error, this retrospective correction might not be ideal for older set-ups with potential drifts in 307 

CO2 sensor output over time. Furthermore, the remaining difference in nitrogen concentration 308 

in measurements with corrected CO2 indicates yet another, currently unknown issue. 309 

Based on our findings and personal communication with Dr. Christian Buess (CTO, ndd 310 

Medizintechnik AG, Zurich, Switzerland), further investigation of the remaining differences in 311 

gas concentrations could include measurements with multiple reference-gas pulses. In the 312 

meantime, however, an adapted calibration algorithm in an updated analysis software along 313 

with reference gas concentrations of i) 100% O2, ii) 95% O2 and 5% CO2, and iii) room air could 314 

provide the essential information to redetermine the molar mass constants relevant to the 315 

underlying signal corrections. 316 

Importantly it is not known how much impact this non-systematic error might have on results 317 

of clinical trials, particularly if the RQ itself could be influenced by the intervention. Assuming 318 

e.g. that the RQ in patients with CF changes systematically upon novel therapies with triple 319 

combination modulators, it is theoretically possible that effect sizes assessed by LCI are 320 

systematically overestimated when measured using this device (clinicaltrials.gov identifier: 321 

NCT04138589, NCT03691779)8.  322 

Strengths and Limitations 323 

Through detailed understanding of the underlying signal processing of the EasyOne device, 324 

we were able to characterize the impact of a signal-correction error of the CO2 sensor on the 325 

clinical outcomes LCI and FRC for children and adults. However, we only had access to a 326 

single device and reference gas mixtures with finite precision to test the sensors and thus 327 

cannot make statements on other devices. However, as potential errors associated with 328 

applying a fixed RQ from the pre-phase to adjust the measured CO2 signal would apply to all 329 

devices, we are convinced that our results need to be considered for all setups. Due to the 330 
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non-systematic nature of the signal-correction error, we were not able to develop a correction 331 

algorithm to correct for previously collected data.332 
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Conclusion 333 

Inadequate signal-correction of the measured CO2 concentration in the EasyOne Pro LAB 334 

device leads to a non-systematic error in expired nitrogen concentrations and overestimation 335 

of clinical outcomes. A two-point calibration of the CO2 sensor with a reference gas may 336 

maintain accurate measurement of gas concentrations over time and overcome this error.337 
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