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Figure S1. The number of duty cycles of the sensor when exposed to isopropanol (2000 ppm).
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Figure S2. Time dependence of WO3x/WS2 composite response to ethanol
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Figure S3. Time dependence of WOs/WS: composite response to isopropanol
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Figure S4. Sensor resistance when exposed toNHs
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Figure S5. Change in sensor baseline resistance when exposed to humidity
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Figure S6. Influence of relative humidity on the sensor performance when changing isopropanol concentration



