
Figure X. (Supplementary Data) Shockable rhythm by time showing highest probability at 50 years in males but a uniformly declining probability with age across the lifespan of females.
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Figure Y. (Supplementary Data) GAM models using elapsed time ≥ 0 min (Model 1) and ≥ 3 min (Model 2) i.e., excluding early sparse observations. Dots represent empirical data.
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Table Y. Supplementary Data
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