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Figure S1. Bland-Altman plots comparing the obtained values of force measured
during the three sessions by two raters in three different angular positions in
dominant and nondominant shoulders using Active5™ and K-Force Plates in
females.
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Figure S2. Bland-Altman plots comparing the obtained values of force measured
during the three sessions by two raters in three different angular positions in
dominant and nondominant shoulders using Active5™ and K-Force Plates in
males.
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Figure S3 Plots comparing residuals and predicted values of force measured
during the three sessions by two raters in three different angular positions in
dominant and nondominant shoulders using Active5™ and K-Force Plates in
females.
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Figure S4. Plots comparing residuals and predicted values of force measured
during the three sessions by two raters in three different angular positions in
dominant and nondominant shoulders using Active5™ and K-Force Plates in
males.



