S100B (ug/l, log)

UCH-L1 (pg/ml, log)
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NSE (ug/l, log)

Tau (pg/ml, log)
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GFAP (pg/ml, log)

NF-L (pg/ml, log)
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S100B (ug/l, log)

UCH-L1 (pg/ml, log)

Rotterdam CT vs S100B Rotterdam CT vs NSE Rotterdam CT vs GFAP
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Stockholm CT vs GFAP

Stockholm CT vs NSE

Stockholm CT vs S100B

2.0
1

(Boj ‘|/6r) 3SN

C

0.51

(Boj ‘|/6r) 9001 S

-1.0 1

Stockholm CT Score

Stockholm CT vs NF-L

Stockholm CT Score

Stockholm CT vs Tau

Stockholm CT Score

Stockholm CT vs UCH-L1

ao o0
.Oo.o..o e ©
cecoco e ®» uu”o

3.0 1

T
To) o 19}
-

(60j ‘|w/6d) 7-4N

1.0 1

(60oj ‘|w/6d) L1-HON

Stockholm CT Score Stockholm CT Score

Stockholm CT Score



