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ABSTRACT

Decompression schedules for air diving at depths af from
100 to 250 FSW with various times of werk on the bottorm were
computed by Haldare, Workman, and Lamberteen techniques
(Decom 1}, after the method of Bihlmann (Decor &, ard
after the scientific approach of Hilla [(Decom 8). The
resulting dive tables were compared with depth and time diving
schedules ueed by the U.S5. Navy on one hand and those recom-
mended by the British Royal Naval Physio?,ogical' Laboratory on
the other. The comparative evaluations disclosed that the U.5.
Navy tablee have significantly shorter decompregaion times and
wae more ahallow decompression stops than do the other tables.
It is recommended that the Hritish Foyal Naval Phystologieul
Laboratory air diving tables of 1968 be adopted for use by the
commeretal diving industry in this cowntry in an effort to

provide greater safety to diving decompression practice.
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PREFACE

This report covers work done by the author for the most part at
Texas AGM University under a Sea Grant project entitled "Safer
becompression Frocedures for Diving," under Grant No. 04-5-158-19,
over the period 1 September 1972 through 31 August 1975, and in part
through a contract with the National Institute for Dccupational Safety
and Health for the "Development of an Improved Decompression Table' from
30 May 1972 through 30 June 1973, The NIQSH contract was supplemented
and extended to 30 June 1974, During I September 1975 through 31 August
1976, the report was completed and submitted to the Sea Grant College
Program, University of Hawaii, where the author is continuing this work.

James Moore, computer scientist of the Data Processing Center,
Texas AfM University, provided both mathematical consultation and
computer modeling support for this project.

The development of the computer programs used for decompression
table computation was accomplished under federal grant support and there-
fore these calculation methods are in the public domain. The computer
programs and techniques developed in the course of preparation of this
report will be made available to any agency upon request and payment of
a non-profit service fee. For information contact:

Edward L. Beckman, M.D.
Professor of Physiology
University of Hawaii
School cof Medicine
Honclulu, Hawaii 96822

{Phone: B808-94B8-8032)
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INTRODUCTION

Statement of the Problem

In 1971, legislation was enacted in the United States to ""assure,
as far as possible, safe working conditions for every man and woman in
the §0untry"§1)- This legislation is in the form of a law called the
Williams-Steiger Occupational Safety and Health Act. Although employers
and employees are beginning to accept the need for this legislation, the
c?ncgpt as to what standards are necessary to fulfill the purpose of the
Williams-Steiger act differs widely between the two groups. Understand-
ably, the employees are desirous of the maximum amount of safety that can
be provided without regard to work efficiency and productivity, whereas
the‘employers who must be competitive in business are interested in the
maximum amount of efficiency and work output on the job site. These two
interests are not mutually exclusive but are certainly divergent.

Although the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
has the responsibility for developing criteria for the safety and health
of workers, the U.S. Department of Labor has the ultimate federal respon-
sibility for the development of standards for the safety and health of
workers under this law. In their first effort to establish standards for
divers, the Department of Labor sought the obvious solution, i.e., to
establish the U.5. Navy Diving Manual (2) as a standard for commercial
diving operations, with which the U.S. Navy concurred. However, the
diving industry, through its Association of Diving Contractors (ADC),
resisted the use of the U.S5. Navy Diving Manual as a standard and delayed
the Department of Labor from establishing it as a standard. The ADC
objected to the use of many parts of the diving manual as being unsuit-
able for commercial use and to the '"across the board" acceptance of the
diving tables, as did also the divers themselves.

The U.S. Navy has historically believed that its decompression
tables were exceptionally safe and that it was only when divers were
injudicious in the use of the U.S. Navy diving tables that decompression
sickness would occur. It also believed that dysbaric osteonecrosis was a
disease affecting caisson and tunnel workers and divers who did not
follow the U.S. Navy decompression tables, and that U.S. Navy divers were
protected against this disease. It is also the belief of the U.S. Navy
that should one of their divers develop Type II, central nervous system,
decompression sickness due to some technical error, it would produce only
the less serious spinal cord lesion and not affect the critical higher

brain centers.

However, the experience of commercial div?rs working in the Gulf of
Mexico oil field development has led them to different conclusions regard-
ing the use of the U.S. Navy diving tables from those held within the
naval service. Like other commercial divers, Navy divers who left the
Navy and became commercial divers in the '"oil patch" had problems with
decompression sickness when they used the U.5. Navy air tables below
150 feet of seawater (FSW). Commercial divers were also troubled with



decompression sickness regularly when they made successive dives {(i.e.,
one dive every 12 to 16 hours over a period of several days), or
nrgpetitive’ dives (i.e., successive dives repeated in less than 12 hours)
using procedures approved in the U.5. Navy Diving Manual. The U.S. Navy
helium diving tables produced decompression sickness so frequently that
the commercial diving companies developed their own helium diving tables.
A survey of one group of commercial divers who were working in the Gulf
and who used the U.S. Navy air tables, some of whom had been trained in
the Navy, revealed that 30 percent of them suffered from significant
dysbaric osteonecrosis (3). It appears that the use of the U.S. Navy air
diving tables for commercial diving had not only produced severe
decompression sickness but also caused a high incidence of dysbaric
psteonecrosis as well.

In addition, some commercial divers who suffered from severe Type II,
central nervous system, decompression sickness were found to have lesions
affecting diverse parts of both their brain and spinal cord, including
some which caused a significant decrease in their mental capacity (4).
This enfeebling type of cerebral dysfunction found in commercial divers who
had had Type 1l decompression sickness of the central nervous system is
comparable with the cerebral dysfunction observed among caisson workers
who had suffered Type II, central nervous system, decompression sickness
described by Rozsahegyi (5). He reported multiple lesions in the
telencephalic, diencephalic, mesencephalic, metencephalic, and mylen-
cephalic structures of the brain which he observed both c¢linically and
during autopsies on caisson workers who had suffered from central nervous
system decompression sickness.

These facts lend support to the premise of the ADC that the use of
the U.5. Navy Diving Manual may not be suitable for use as a standard for
comercial diving operations, at least insofar as diving tables are
concerned.

Importance of the Problem

Since the advent of the Arab energy embargo, the production of off-
shore subsea energy resources and the requirement for diver support in

such efforts have taken on far greater importance than they had five
years age when the problem of developing standards for safe diving arose.

The exploration and production of energy resources beneath the North
Sea alone have demanded the support of over 500 commercial divers. This
mmber is expected to increase threefold within the next two years.

Inasmuch as the offshore mineral leases have already been granted,
the development of energy reserves in the Texas portion of the Gulf of
Mexico is likewise imminent. The energy reserves of the Santa Barbara
Channel in California will undoubtedly also be developed, as will those
off the Atlantic coast. It has been estimated within the offshore oil
production and diving industries that the mmber of commercial divers
needed by the oil industry will increase from 1,000 to 10,000 within the

next five years.



This country needs the help of these divers and they, in turn,
deserve the protection of adequate federal work standards. It is there-
fore important to determine what diving tables should be used to permit
these divers to carry out their job with safety and with the assurance
that they are not undermining their own safety and health in the process.

Approach to the Problem

Although both the ADC, as management, and the commercial divers, as
labor, wish to avoid the penalties of decompression sickness and its
effects upon the health and safety of the diver, meither is in a position
to directly resoclve the differences between the Department of Labor, a
proponent of the use of the U.S. Navy diving tables, and the diving
industry which has had unfortunate experiences from the use of these
tables in commercial diving.

In order to satisfactorily evaluate any decompression table, numercus
human experiments must be carried out to test the proposed schedule both
in hyperbaric chambers and in the open sea. These procedures are not only
costly in time and money, but are inherently dangerous to the subjects.
Therefore, it is appropriate to first evaluate any new concepts and
decompression tables by comparison with standard established tables.

In order to evaluate the various concepts in use and those proposed
for calculation of decompression tables and without resorting to extensive
testing with human subjects, a program was established in which the
various new concepts could be computer modeled so that comparable pressure-
time profiles could be calculated. Numerous decompression profiles could
be rapidly computed and then compared with each other and with standard
tables to determine whether any systematic errors or significant deviations
existed,

Since the use of the U.S. Navy diving tables represented the basis of
the contention which established the need for this investigation, it was
therefore appropriate to compare the Navy tables with other tables.

Comparative studies of all the U.S. Navy diving tables were not
indicated. Tables for scuba diving systems and closed-circuit, oxygen-
breathing systems which are useful to the military in clandestine opera-
tions also were not studied because they are not helpful to the commercial
diver who needs the safety of surface-supplied diving equipment. Further-
more, because the various commercial diving companies which comprise the
diving industry had already developed their own tables for helium/oxygen
diving to permit divers to operate with greater safety and at greater
depths than permitted by the U.S. Navy diving tables, this analysis was
not directed toward helium/oxygen diving. Comparative studies were
limited to the tables for air diving greater than 100 FSW.

If the U.S. Navy standard air decompression tables for divivg are to
be compared with experimental tables, then some other decomprESS;on tgb}e
should be used as a standard for comparison. Since much commerc1;1 diving
is currently being done in the North Sea where the British Royal Naval



Physiological Laboratory (RNPL) air diving tables of 1968 (6) are in use,
it would be appropriate to consider these tables as a standard for
comparison. Des Granges (7. 8) similarly accepted the Royal Naval diving
tables as a standard of comparison when he developed the current U.S. Navy
air diving tables in 1956.

There are, however, more compelling reasons to accept the British
RNPL air diving tables as a standard. First of all, they have been
operationally tested. They have also been adopted for commercial diving
in the North Sea and have met the test of producing minimal decompression
sickness in operational use. Even more important, however, is the fact
that these accepted tables Tepresent a scientific and experimental depar-
ture from the Haldanian, Des Granges, and USN air decompression tables.

British investigators had long questioned the dedication of U.S.
workers to the Haldanian theory (9). However, pProgress in understanding
and applying the basic physical laws applicable to pas uptake and elimi-
nation in the tissues as related to diving had been limited until
Hempleman (10} began to reevaluate older theory and then introduced his
"gingle tissue" model in 1952. This model was further refined by theory
and animal experiments and culminated in the British RNPL Air Diving
Tables of 1968 (6).

In developing the model for the calculation of these tables,
Hempleman (10} made the following limiting assumptions: (1) only one
tissue type is involved in the production of the decompression sickness
pain known as Type I bends; (2) the rate of uptake of gas in that tissue
is limited by diffusion; {3} the raie of gas uptake in that tissue is
greater than the rate of gas elimination during decompression by standard
methods because "silent" bubbles which interfere with gas elimination form
in the tissue even in a "troublefree” dive; (4) a certain critical quantity
of gas can be tolerated by the tissue without producing symptoms (bends
pain occurs only if that critical excess quantity is exceeded); and,

(5) the rate of gas diffusion into the critical tissue could be stated
by the equation for linear diffusion of gas into a slab of tissue, one
face of which is exposed to the gas tension dissolved in the arterial
blood.

Although the principles underiying this model and the method of
calculation of RNPL decompression tables are almost diametrically opposite
to the method used by Des Granges (7) for calculating the U.S, Navy air
decompression tables, each has been considered successful by its respec-
tive navy. Thus, these tables should serve as excellent standards by
which to judge other decompression tables, as well as a scientific counter-
point to the empiric U.5. Navy tables.

It will also be necessary to review the developments in decompression
sickness calculation techniques described in the open literature and to
determine which methods represent the optimal developments in both the
empiric and the theoretical approaches. These methods or concepts could
then be developed into computer models and used to generate appropriate
comparative ait decompression tables.



ANALYSIS OF THE PROBLEM: HISTORICAL REVIEW

Decompression sickness was recognized as a disease entity affecting
divers and caisson workers 100 years ago. Ever since, physicians,
physiologists, physicists, chemists, engineers, and even divers themselves
have been devising decompression techniques which are intended to prevent
the onset of the disease. The results have been disappointing, to say the
least.

The most heralded of this group of scientists was Haldane (9) who,
with his associates, proposed a method for calculating decompression
tables based upon an empiric finding that divers could safely ascend from
33 FSW to the surface, i.e., a pressure change in the ratio of 2:1,

2 atm abs/1 atm abs. This ratio principle has been modified and adapted
to accumulating empiric data. Since then, innumerable variations of this
technique have accumulated and the original calculation technique has been
remodeled by successive investigators. The number of "tissues'' has been
tripled and the fixed ratio modified by factors which varied for different
tissues and depths. The ratio principle has been extended from air diving
to the use of breathing different gas mixtures to include nitrogen, neon,
argon, helium, oxygen, and various combinations of each,

However, there had been little progress in understanding and apply-
ing the basic physical laws pertaining to gas uptake and elimination and
bubble formation until Armstrong (11) discovered that aviators suffered
from the same decompression sickness syndrome that afflicted divers and
caisson workers, As a result, the U.S. National Research Council {NRC),
during World War II, appointed a subcommittee to study the problem of
decompression sickness from a broad biological standpoint so as to
elucidate the factors involved in bubble formation in the tissues and to
devise ways of minimizing the dangers of decompression sickness to flying
personnel (12). The NRC, through contracts, stimulated some pioneering
investigations. Notable among these were the works of Harvey and Nims.
Harvey's (13, 14) fundamental work was on the physical factors of bubble
formation and the relation of these factors to the formation of bubbles
in animal tissues (15). Harvey determined that gas micronuclei had to
be present in order for bubbles to form during decompression regardless
of the supersaturation tension. He related this physical requirement to
the response of biological systems to decompression and the development
of decompression sickness. Nims (16) then incorporated Harvey's (13)
concepts of "precursor'' microbubbles into a theory of the causation of
decompression sickness based upon the physical laws affecting gas
diffusion into bubbles, bubble growth, and tissue distortion, producing
pain and the syndrome of decompression sickmess.

Early progress in operational diving in the United States was limited
principally to that carried out by the U.S. Navy. Diving research had
been primarily directed toward improvement of the basic Haldanian ratio
tables (17). As early as 1935, U.S. Navy specialists in diving medicine
established that the Haldanian 2:1 ratio was too conservative for the
short half-time tissue compartments (18). Nonetheless, when the current
U.S. Navy air decompression tables and the repetitive diving decompression
tables for air diving were calculated (7, 8} and published in 1963 {18},



the "slowest" tissue compartment considered to be of significance was

that of T 1/2 = 120 minutes with a surfacing ratio of 2:1., However, when
Workman calculated the air saturation decompression tables (20}, which
later became known as the U.5. Navy Standard Air Decompression Table for
Exceptional Exposures, he determined that a tissue compartment with

T 1/2 of 160 min and 240 min had to be included in calculations for diving
to 300 FSW for 60 minutes. Progress in the development of the empirical
Haldane model was limited to increasing the number of “tissue half-times"
from Haldane's 5, to 16 and over, and increasing the half-time values

from the § to 75-minute values used by Haldane to the 5 to 1000-minute

T 1/2 values used by later investigators in an attempt to make experimental
data fit the model.

The next significant advance in diving technology occurred in 1960
when Keller, working under the tutelage of Btthlmann, carried out a short
dive to over 700 ft in the lake at zurich, Switzerland (21). This was
shortly followed by a dive to 1000 FSW in the open ocean. Both dives not
only opened up a new horizon to the diving world, but also demonstrated
that the differences in uptake and elimination rates of different inert
gases {e.g., helium, mneon, argon, and¢ nitrogen) could be used advanta-
geously in diving (22, 23).

Bihlmann continued with the development of his empiric method. By
painstaking experimentation in his laboratory and careful review of the
results of operational testing of his tables, he developed curves
relating the allowable safe supersaturation ratio for different half-time
tissues to depth (22). He found that these curves can also be related to
each other for dives in which different breathing gas mixtures are used,
according to Graham's law, on the basis of the relative diffusion
coefficient of these gases; i.e., in proportion of the 1 of the
gases. mol. wt.

These relationships were presented to the scientific community in
Philadelphia in June 1970. By the use of these changes in allowable safe
supersaturation ratios, as shown in the curves in Figure 1, Bthlmann {23)
has been able to calculate decompression schedules for short, deep dives,
as well as for saturation dives using all types of inert breathing gas
sixtures both in the laboratory and in operational diving. It would
therefore be appropriate to compare the air diving tables calculated
according to Blhlmann's concepts with U.S. Navy and RNPL air decompression
tables.

Progress in the development of decompression procedures based upon
the opposite approach to that of the Haldanian empiricists, i.e., develop-
ment of a scientifically conceived model which subsequently was tested in
the laboratory and modified on the basis of experiment, was given its
greatest impetus by British investigators, notably Hemplemen (24). His
efforts and progress have been described previously and his decompression
schedules have been established as an appropriate standard.

As might be expected, Italian medical investigators began research on
diving and its diseases at the same time that the Italian frogmen were
accompl ishing so much in their clandestine underwater activities in the
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ports of the Mediterranean Sea. These investigators also challenged the
Heldanian concepts and reiterated the concept propounded by Hill (25)

that decompression, so as to prevent free bubble growth, depended upon

the difference in pressure between the tension of the gas dissolved in the
tissues and that of the ambient pressure (i.e., delta P) rather than the
ratio of pressures as upheld by the Haldanian doctrine (26). Further
clarification of their concept (26) that gas particles in the free state
must exist in animal tissue was achieved by Aggazzotti and Ligabue (27).
They measured the changes in volume of animal tissues with increased
pressure and found that the decrease in volume was greater than that for
distilled water and concluded that there were particles of gas in their
free state in the animal tissues. Although this monumental finding was
accomplished at the same time that Harvey and his co-workers were studying
gas micronuclei in fluids in the United States, a world war prevented
communication and collaboration and obscured Aggazzotti and Ligabue's

work for several decades.

On the basis of these investigations, Albano (28) conceived of a
method for decompressing divers by postulating that the growth of the
microbubbles could be controlled by application of known laws of physics.
He determined “overpressure' (delta P) values for the minimum allowable
pressure gradients across the gas nucleus to prevent growth of the
bubbles (and the production of decompression sickness) in varicus tissues,
i,e., bone, mesentery, spinal cord, and brain stem (Table l).

TABLE 1. VALUE OF SOME TiSSUE CONSTANTS

Location 1/2 {min) Kp.
of Lesions Nitrogen Helium {mm Hg)}
Bone £3.59 36.29 6053
Mesentery §3.87 18.99 1,020%
Spinal

Cord 41,01 27.28 1,0353

Brain

Stem 33.98 23.49 1,2703

Kp. = specific critical constant of the pressure gradient of
the gas nucleus.

The decompression tables published by Albano for saturation diving
with a nitrogen/oxygen atmosphere were compared with those developed and
tested and used operationally for Project Tektite in 1971 (29). The
Albano tables were simijar to somé of the first Tektite experimental
tables which were found to be extremely dangerous. It was apparent that



Fhis concept of bubble growth control during decompression was deficient
in some critical parts of the theery, 50 this method of calculation was
not adopted for comparative evaluation.

The next significant advancement of the understanding of the scien-
tific basis of decompression sickness occurred in 1966 with the publica-
tion of Hills' dissertation entitled, "A Thermodynamic and Kinetic Approach
te Decompression Sickness™ (30). Hills approached the problem of preventing
decompression sickness from the point of view of a physical chemist and,
on the basis of this approach, developed an entirely new concept, that of
zero tissue supersaturation for determining a rate of decompression for
divers. This method permitted no supersaturation of inert gas with
respect to ambient pressure to occur in the tissues and thus prevented
any bubbles from forming in their tissues at all. This approach was non-
Haldanian with no supersaturation ratios and was viewed with considerable
skepticism by the "old line" investigators.

In the Haldanian theory, the assumption is made that the rate of
inert gas uptake in the tissues for a given change of inert gas pressure
is comparable with the rate of inert gas elimination from the tissues for
an equal decrease in inert gas pressure. For Haldanian decompression,
this assumption was subsequently disproven when "silent" bubbles were
detected following U.S. Navy-Haldanian decompression by use of the
boppler flow meter (31, 32). If a gas phase (bubbles) forms in the
tissues during decompression, then the rate of ga2s elimination is slowed
significantly by a decrease in the tension gradient of the gas in solu-
tion and by the amount of gas sequestered in the bubble. Hills' model
is designed to prevent the formation of the gas phase in the tissues at
least until the ascent has approached 20 ft from the surface. At this
level a rapid ascent to the surface is permitted with the formation of
the gas phase, but under controlled conditions.

Hills' gas uptake and elimination model is based upon radial diffu-
sion of inert gas with the assumed geometry of a single capillary
surrounded by a cylinder of cells (Figure 2). He assumes that the tissue
which causes bends pain is the most sensitive tissue and that if bubble
formation is prevented in this most critical tissue, then bubbles will
not occur in other tissues, such as those which cause central nervous
system decompression sickness,

In order to meet the stipulations of the Hills model, it is
necessary to continuously calculate the changing tissue tension in the
cylinder of tissue around the capillary. The maximum tissue tensicn cal-
culated at any point in this tissue cylinder is then used as the control-
ling value in decompression. However, in this model it is necessary to
know not only the value of the maximum tension in the tissue but also the
location of the maximum tension with respect to the adjacent capillary.
It is then possible to control the rate of decompression so that the
ambient pressure does not exceed the value for the '‘peak" inert gas
tension in the tissue cylinder, or permit local areas of tissue
supersaturation.



THE WORST POSSIBLE CASE
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Figure 2. Hills' worst possible case demonstrating the geometry of the
diffusion pathway and the controlling factors.
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METHODS

The initial effort of this Study was to develop a competence in
computer modeling of decompression calculation methods. Professor C.J.
Lambertsen, Director of the Institute for Environmental Medicine at the
University of Pennsylvania, assisted in this effort by kindly supplying
a copy of the PADUA (Pemnsylvania Analysis of Decompression for Undersea
and Aerospace) computer program. The model provided was programmed by
H. Bardin of the same institute in October 1968; it used basic Haldane
and Workman concepts with Bihlmann ratios. This program formed the
nucleus around which other programs were generated.

The PADUA program is a Haldane model and assumes equal rates for
inert gas uptake and elimination. It applies an '"M" value test for
maximum allowable supersaturation in the various "tissue compartments'
which 1s similar to Workman's (39}, The various tissue compartments
are assigned a representative rate for gas uptake or elimination des-
cribed in terms of one-half time for each inert gas to be considered,
€.g,, nitrogen, helium, neon, and argon. In addition, each tissue
compartment is assigned a pair of parameters for each gas, defined as
an "M" value, i.e., the maximum allowable inert gas supersaturation
tension for that tissue compartment. The tissue half-times determine the
tissue partial pressures (or tensions) which are then calculated for
each state of the dive profile. The "M" values for each of these tissues
indicate that it would be "safe" to ascend to the next "stage" or depth
of decompression. In contrast to the Bithlmann model, the delta M values
are not varied with increasing depth in this model,

The PADUA program for calculating decompression schedules foliows
the method used by the U.S. Navy and as described by Workman (39)}. This
model uses a linear ascent from depth to attain a maximum permissible
gradient with level stops. The decrease in pressure between stops is
defined as a "decompression step” and has been arbitrarily and by 1.S.
Navy convention established at a default value of 10 FSH,

The model deviated from the Workman method in twe ways: (1) the
partial pressures in the various tissue compartments are calculated
exactly rather than being approximated fer the linear decompression; and
(2) a combined '"M" value for the sum of the partial pressures of the
various inert gases is determined for each tissue compartment, after the
method of Schreiner and Kelly (40},

The time at each decompression stop is the smallest integral multiple
of 1 minute which permits further decompression to the next stop without
violating the "M" value for any tissue compartment, If'the time at a
given stop is computed to be zero, that stop will be skipped until the
'"M™ value again hecomes limiting at some shallower stop.

The input values used in this program are shown in Table 2. It_
should he noted that the deita M values are fixed, as are the surfacing
M values. However, the ratios determined from these values may decrease

as depth or tissue tension is increased.
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TABLE 2. PADUA PROGRAM INPUT VALUES {1969)

Input Values for Tissue Hal f-Time Compartments

Parameter 'E:;t l Z ] : p - ; 5 5 ~
T i/ (Kin.) N3 5 10 20 4o 80 120 160 240 320 480
"' Valuss N, 100 84 1] 53 52 51 50 4y 49 48
Delta M N 16 1s L 13 12 il I 10 10 10
T 1/2 {nin.) He 5 10 20 30 60 85 100 120 140 180
"t values Ha 82 n 63 61 56 54 Sh 53 53 52
Delta M He 11 n 11 10.5 10 10 10 1o 10 10

The inert gas will be lost from the tissue cylinder at a rate depend-
ing upon the tissue inert gas to capillary (venous) blood gas jradient
which, in this model, is established by the "inherent unsaturation of
the tissue. The “inherent unsaturation" occurs in the tissues as a result
of the continuous decrease in total gas tension as oxXygen 1is continuously
utilized in metabolism.

The above calculations of peak tissue gas tension must be repeated
continuously during decompression, which is obviously very tedious. How-
ever, the use of the digital computer makes this a practical model instead
of a laboratory monstrosity. The mathematical modeling necessary to adapt
these theories to a computer model was proven to be feasible.

Whereas other investigators have utilized the coefficients of diffu-
sion which are listed in standard references, Hills, contending that these
are static measurements, utilized dynamic measurements in decompressior
calculations. He made measurements of coefficients of diffusion for
dynamic conditions (33) and obtained values comparable with those pub-
lished by Krogh (34) for a dynamic system. The values obtained by Hills
are thought to be those of a micro-diffusion system rather than those of
a macro system. It may be significant that the values for "dynamic"

diffusion of a micro system are 1,000 times slower than those obtained
for a macro system.

Certainly Hills' concepts merited evaluation and so computer models

of his concepts for decompression table calculation (Decom 6, 7, 8, and
11} were developed.

The '"bubble birth control™ concept of Albano (26) has been augmented
through Fhe significant work on growth of bubbles in gelatin by
LeMessurier (35) who reported on his work on bubble genesis in gelatin in
1972. Although the data presented were not directly applicable to the

12



concept of providing safe decompression procedures, they did indicate that
the genesis of bubbles occurred precipitously whenever gas tension in the
gelatin exceeded the ambient pressure by a critical measurable amount.

Recently, more definitive data on the theory of bubble foermation
have been presented by Yount (36) and Strauss (37). The physical concepts
clucidated were then carried over to considering the physics of bubble
formation in decompression sickness and applying these rules to improve-
ments in decompression caleulation methods.

It was apparent that these concepts would likewise be considered in
any comparative study of decompression table calculation methods. To
represent these concepts, a computer model which provides reasonable
decompression for all types of dives from short, deep dives to saturation
dives (38) has been generated. However, much more work is required
before this model can be applied. Consideration of this model, other than
to report on its inception must be deferred until more required
experimentation can be carried out,

Decom 1

After the PADUA system was used to compute various test dive profiles,
a few minor changes were made in the input values, principally in adding
longer tissue half-time compartments in modifying slightly the "M" and
delta M values in light of the Tektite program decompression results (29).
The input values for Decom 1 are shown in Table 3.

TABLE 3. DECOM 1 INPUT VALUES

inert Input Valtues for Tissue Half-Time Compartments

Parameter

Gas ' 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
T /2 {Min.} Ny 5 10 20 40 8o 160 240 360 480 760
M"Y Values N, 100 B4 68 53 52 51 50 49 48 48
Delta M N; 16 15 14 13 12 1 T 10 io 10
T 1/2 (MIn.) He 5 1o 20 Jo 60 &o 120 180 210 240
UM Values He 80 71 62 59 56 54 53 52 51 51
Delta M He " 11 it 10.5 10 to 10 10 10 10

13



These Decom 1 values were used to compute a series of air dive pro-
files which had been compared with those of the U.S. Navy (USN) and the
RNPL and with decompression tables which were calculated using other
models.

Decom 3 and 5

These computer models were developed after the concepts and input
values supplied by Professor A.A. Biihlmann (Department of Internal Medicine,
Kantonsspital Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland 8091} and through direct consul-
tation with him.

Blihlmann has developed a method of computing decompression tables
which is purely empiric; he continually modifies his system to incorporate
the results of all tests on dive profiles which he has calculated. This
is apparent from his ratio curves for 1968 (Figure 1) which are compared
with those of 1972 (Figure 3) and then with those of 1975 (Figure 4).

The ratios of Figure 3 served as a basis for the decompression computa-
tion system of 1973, Decom 3. Figure 4 provided the ratios for Decom 5.

Buhlmann's method is basically a Haldanian ratio system. However,
as is shown in Figures 1, 3, and 4, (1) the ratics vary with depth,
(2) different tissue compartments have different ratios, and (3) the
difference between these compartment ratios likewise varies with depth.
In Figure 1, he assumes that the tissue compartments which are modeled
for helium can be related to similar compartments for nitrogen or any
other imert gas im proportion to the square root of their molecular
weight. This relationship is obviously based upon a gas diffusion concept.
Thus, the tissue compartments depicted in the curves for helium in
Figure 1 can be equated with values on the same curve for the nitrogen
values for tissue half-times equal to:

\mol. wt. N; I8 5.29
in -

0

Qmol. wt. He 'Q 4 2.00

A spectrum of tissue half-time compartments was then generated for
nitrogen on the basis of the helium curves imn Figure 3 and more recently
for the 1975 curves. Eguivalent tissue half-time compartments for N; were
obtained from the 2.64 ratio of the square root of their molecular weight.
The values established for the tissue half-time compartments for the 1975
curves, when rounded, are shown in Table 4.

or 2.64 x 15-30 min, T 1/2 He = 40-80 min. T 1/2 N,

In developing a model from Buhlmamn's curves, it was necessary to
convert these ratio values to absolute '"M" and delta M values. The values
of ATA as used by Bthlmann stand for 1 atmosphere technical absolute, or
1 kg/cm?, which equals 735.6 mm Hg. (This value is often incorrectly
equated with 1 atm abs, or 760 mm Hg, as used in the United States.)

14
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A series of allowable safe tissue supersaturation values, or "M"
and delta M values, were then obtained from the tissue compartment safe
ratio-graphs. Since BuUhlmann's ratios are variable with depth and tissue
compartment and in relation to each other, tables for surfacing values
and for a pressure of 900 FSW are shown in Tables 4 and 5 for comparison.

TABLE 4. SURFACE VALUES USED FOR COMPUTER INPUT OF DECOM S PROGRAM

Input Values for Tissue Half-Time Compartments

Parameter Igz:t

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
T 1/2 (min.) N, 5.3 13.3 26.5 39.7 52.9 79.4 119.1 158.
"M values N 60.8 £9.5 57.3 £5.1 52.9 52.6 52.0 51.
belra M Ny 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 £3.5 13.3 13.1 12.
T 1/2 {Min.) He 2.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 36.0 45.0 60.
UM values He 60.8 59.5 £7.3 55.1 52.9 52.6 52.0 51.
Delta M He 13.5 3.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.3 13.1 2.

9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
T 1/2 (MiIn.) Ny 198.4  238.1 277.8 317.5 396.9 476.2 565.6  635.
"M Values N, 511 50.6 50.3 49.8 49.0 48.2 L7.4 46 .
Delta M N, 12.5 12,5 12.2 12.1 11.8 1.4 1.1 to.
T 172 (NIn.) He 75.0 90.0 105.¢ 120.0 150.0 180.0 210.0  2ho.
M Values He 51.1 50.6 50.3 49.8 kg.0 48.2 L47.4 46.
Detta M He 12.5 12.5 12.2 12.1 1.8 114 11.1 10.
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TABLE 5: COMPUTER INPUT VALUES FROM RATIO CURVES FOR
USE AT 980 FEET DEPTH IN DECOM 5 PROGRAM

Input Values for Tissue Half-Time Compartments

Parameter tnert

Gas 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
T /2 (Min.) N, 5.3 13.3 26.5 3%.7 52.9 79.4 119.1 158.8
M Values N, 1088.0 1082.6 1073.5  1064.4 1055. 5 1050.7 1043.8 1036.9
Delta M Ny 10.0 10,0 10.0 10.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 10.0
T 1/2 (Min.) He 2.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 30.0 45.0 60.0
"M Values He 1088.0 1082.6 1073.5  1064.4 1055.5 1050.7 1043.8 1036.9
Delta M He 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 106.0 10.0 10.0 10.0

9 o 11 12 13 Hy 15 16
T 1/2 (Min.) N, 198.4 238.1 217.8 317.5 396.9 476.2 555.6 635.0
‘M Values Ny 1031.3 1026.9 1022.5  1018.1 1009. 4 1000.6 991.6 983.1
Delta M N, 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.9 10.0
T 1/2 (MIn.) He 75.0 90.0 105.0 120.0 150.0 180.0 210.0 240.0
M'! Values He 103t.3 1026.9 1022.§  1018.1 1009.4 1000.6 991.6 $83.1
Delta M He 10.0 10.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.9

Because the input data varied continuously, it was necessary to cal-
culate input values such as those shown in Tables 4 and 5 for each 10-ft
increment of depth to be considered. This bank of data was used for the

input values in the decompression model called Decom 5 (BUhlmann, 18975
personal communication). This model includes the use of work factors
which are applied to tissues 12, 13, 14, and 15--if a working dive is
being considered. These factors effectively increase the rate of gas
uptake in these "slow" tissues, but only during the work period.

Decom 8

x

Brian A. Hills, professor of Physiology, Marine Biomedical Institute,
Galveston, Texas, was then consulted regarding his thermodynamic concepts
of decompression. A computer model was then generated through the com-

bined efforts of Hills, Beckman, and Moore (41) in which the technique

of

Gauss-Lengendre Quadrature was utilized. A series of dive-decompression

profiles were then produced by use of this model and compared with the
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other tables. All of the Hills schedules were calculated for ascent to
the surface although the 15, 10, and 5 ft stops are not shown. Hills
recommends a direct ascent to the surface from 20 FSW, eliminating the
15, 10, and 5-ft stops entirely. This procedure is based upon Hills®
belief that the complete tissue equilibration to surface equilibrium

is very time consuming and that the probability of decompressian sickness
occurring at this time is very low.

Although some 16 different computer programs were generated, several
of these were iterations of one of the basic models to include refinements
which were indicated from the study of the primary model. A listing of
eleven of the principle models generated is as follows:

Decom I.* TAMU adaption of PADUA to include Texas input values.

Decom 2, Second iteration of Decom 1.

Decom 3. Model development after data concepts provided by
Buhlmann (22) and data of 1972.

Decom 4. Second iteration of Decom 3, with input data of 1975.
This model has only 12 tissue half-times.

Decom 5.* Third iteration of Bithimann's concepts developed to
include 16 tissues, work factors, and M values and
delta M values for all tissues in accordance with
Bithimann 1975 curves (Figure 4}.

Decom 6. First model developed in consultation with Hills to
incorporate concepts of zero-supersaturation
decompression.

Decom 7. Iteration of preliminary model of Decom 6,

Decom 8.* Final model of Hills' (41) concepts including
subroutine calculation of oxygen toxicity after the
University of Pennsylvania model UPTD {Unit Pulmonary
Toxicity Dose) and CTOX, Hills' concepts of cumulative
oxygen toxicity.

Decom 1Q. Preliminary model developed in consultation with
Professor David E. Yount to generate a decompression
profile based upon constraints imposed by the physical
laws governing bubble formation as derived from gelatin
studies and extrapolated to human decompression.

Decom 11. Final version of Hills' (41) model with decompression
optimization based upon UPTD-CTOX limits.

Decom 13. Refinement of Decom 10 to include crushing and regenera-

tion of nuclei.

The basic input data relative to the different computation methods
are compared in Table 6.

*These models are described in more detail. The. decompression profiles
generated by the use of these models are compared with each other with
the USN and British RNPL tables as standards.
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RESULTS

The air decompression tables that were calculated according to the
computer programs called Decom 1 ({after Haldang, Workman, and Lambe;tsen},
Decom 5 {after BUhlmann), and Decom 8 {after Hills) are tabulated with
comparable U.S. Navy standard air decompression tables and the British
Royal Naval Physiological Laboratory air diving tables in the appendix.
Air decompression schedules for depths of 100 FSW down through 200 FSW
in increments of 10 FSW are given. In addition, schedules for 240 and
250 FSW are included. Schedules for different dive times (i.e., time on
bottom which is defined by the U.S. Navy as including the time of descent
and time on the bottom up to the time of beginning ascent) for the various
depths have been calculated by the different methods for comparison with
the U.S. Navy tables. There are approximately 150 depth time parameters
tabulated with comparative schedules fox the different decompression con-
cepts given for most of the depth time parameters.

It is apparent from even a cursory perusal of the comparative tables
that the U.S. Navy tables have a significantly shorter decompression time
than the RNPL air decompression tables, Likewise, the U.S. Navy tables
in general have significantly shorter decompression times than the tables
calculated by the other three methods.

The decompression schedule calculation methods developed during the
course of this study provide a capability for calculation of decompression
schedules for mixed gas diving as well as for air diving. Two such com-
parable schedules are included, one for 250 FSW for 60 minutes and the
other for 500 FSW for 30 minutes (Figures S and 6), The relative differ-
ences in the schedules are apparent. No comparative laboratory or field
testing of these respective schedules has been carried out; however, the
500 FSW x 30 minutes schedule labeled "Duke" was chosen as a standard for
comparison because this dive schedule has been proven in laboratory test-
ing at the Duke Hyperbaric Facility.

DISCUSSION

The calculation of decompression schedules by computer provides
printouts of information which would otherwise not become available,
purely on the basis of the voluminous calculation which would be required
by manual methods. Much is to be gained from such analyses. In Figure 7,
a decompression schedule using the Decom 1 model is plotted for a
180 FSW x 30 minutes air dive with 10 FSW decompression stops. In addi-
tion, the decompression schedule is calculated for ascent stops every
0.1 £t which approximately describes a continuous rate of ascent during
decompression. There is essentially no difference in the duration of the

decompression with continuous ascent and the one with decompression stops
every 10 FSW,

The advantage of the “continuous ascent" decompression over the
10 FSK stage decompression lies in the fact that the abrupt increases in
pressure difference between the inert gas tension in the tissues and the
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ambient hydrostatic pressure which occur at the time of the ascent to the
next stop are eliminated, thus decreasing the likelihood of bubble foyma-
tion. In addition, the centinuous ascent curve demonstrates that the
ascent rate is essentially linear for the period that a given thearctical
T 1/2 tissue is controlling or limiting the ascent.

The third plot on Figure 7 represents the theoretical maximum inert
gas {(nitrogen) supersaturation above the sea level tension which is calcu-
lated to exist at any time during decompression in any tissue of the body.
This curve demonstrates the magnitude of the residual nitrogen tension
remaining in the tissues as the diver ascends to the surface on this
schedule amd also indicates the slow rate of nitrogen elimination after
the diver has reached the surface. The difference in the ambient pressure
indicated by the dive profile line and the maximum inert gas tensions
indicated by the inert gas tissue tension plot suggests that a pressure
difference between the tissue tension of the inert gas and ambient pres-
sure of greater than 30 FSW is permitted to exist during ascent, according
to this model. Experiments on fish (42) and on shrimp by the author have
demonstrated that an inert gas tension difference between the tissue and
the ambient hydrostatic pressure of water of 10 FSW is sufficient to pro-
duce bubbles in these species. These data likewise are consistent with
the observations of Spencer et al. (43) that bubbles occur in the venous
circulation during standard U.S. Navy decompressions.

The differences in the decompression schedules calculated according
to the different Haldanian models are apparent in Figure 8. [t is of
interest that Decom 5, modeled after Blhlmann's empirical data of 1975,
has not only the deepest decompression stop (at 80 FSW)} but also the
longest total decompression time.

The decompression schedule developed by the use of the Hills model
is shown in Figure 9. The similarity between the schedule calculated
after Hills and the schedules published by RNPL using Hempleman's diffu-
sion equations is striking. It is also noteworthy that both these inves-
tigators recommend the final ascent stop to be no more shallew than
20 FSW or 6 meters., This practical recommendation is in keeping with the
findings of Kindwall et al. (44) that the rate of inert gas elimination
after a 100 FSW dive for 40 minutes on air is greater if the first decom-
pression stop is at 50 FSW than if the first decompression stop is at
10 FSW in accordance with the U.S5. Navy decompression table. (Secc
100 FSW x 40-minute table in appendix.)

In order to better comprehend the inferences to be gained frem the
plots of the decompression schedules, the descriptive data on the series of
180 FSW x 30-minute dives have been tabulated in Table 7. The decompres-
sion schedules are similar in two respects: (1) in the Tate of ascent tfrom
the bottom to the first stop and (2) in the fact that the process of decom-
pression brings the diver to the surface with a residual amount of gas and
a residual inert gas tension, which requires a significant period of time
at surface pressure before this excess inert gas cam be lost. The decom-
pression schedule for Decom 8§ (Hills zero-saturation model), with decom-
pression stops all the way to the surface, is an exception to the latter
generalization in that the diver would arrive on the surface with zero
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inert gas supersaturation in his tissues. Theoretically, the diver could
immediately repeat the same dive withaout adjusting the decompression or
the length of the dive to account for residual inert gas in his body.
Unfor?unately, this facet of the Decom 8 program has not been tested
experimentally. However, if this concept proves to be correct, it is
apparent that this type of decompression would save the commercial diver
a great deal of time in the repetitive dive, decompression process.

In other respects, the decompression schedules are different. The
U.S. Navy schedule has the shortest decompression times and likewise does
not require the first decompression stop until a depth of 30 FSW, which is
shaliower than the first stops of the other tables. The ratio between the
total-decompression time of the shortest (USN) and the longest {RNPL} sched-
ules is 53 minutes to 139.4 minutes, or 1:2.6. Similarly, the first decom-
pression stop of the RNPL table is at a depth of 60 FSW compared with an
ascent to 30 FSW for the first stop which is allowed in the USN table.

In order to compare the decompression schedules of all models of
computation over such a wide range of depths and times on the bottom, the
relative lengths of the decompression schedules were compared by assigning
the value of unity to the total decompression time of the shortest table
and then obtaining the relative lengths of the longer decompression times
of the other methods for tables of the same depth and dive duration. The
results of such a compilation are given below:

Decompression
Table Source: USN  Decom 1 Decom 5 Decom 8 RNPL

Relative Total
Decompression Time: 1.08 1.35 2.15 1.55 2.67

In a similar manner, the depth at which the decompression process is
slowed during ascent by insertion of the first decompression stop can be
compared using the different calculation methods. Since the five methods
of decompression considered each use the stage-decompression technique and
since the rates of ascent to the first stop of the different techniques are
essentially the same (see Tabie 7), then a comparison of the depth of the
first stop will provide a relative indication of the depth at which decom-
pression requirements exceed the standard rate of ascent in that particular
calculation technique. Therefore, if the decompression schedule with the
deepest stop of the five comparable tables is given a value of 5 and the
one with the most shallow first stop is given a value of 1 and then, if
the values for each calculation method are summed and the mean obtained,

a relative value for the depth of the first stop for the various methods
of calculation can be obtained. These results are given below:

Calculation Method: USN Decoml Decom 5 Decom 8 RNPL

Relative Value: 1.08 1.92 3.60 3.92 4.77

1f the relative values for the duration of the decompression process
and the relative values for the depths at which the first decompression
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stop which are initiated according to the different methods of decompres-
sion being considered are plotted, then it is possible to obtain an indi-
cation of the relative rates of decompression. These values are plotted
in Figure 10,

If these two sets of data are considered together, it can be seen
that the RNPL air decompression schedules have the slowest rate of decom-
pression and the deepest first decompression stops of the five decompression
schedules compared. It can also be easily seen that the U.5. Navy air
decompression tables, in general, have not only the shortest decompression
times, but also the shallowest first decompression stops and therefore the
fastest rate of decompression.

The decompression schedules calculated according to Haldanian concepts
(Decoms 1 and 5) used different maximum tissue gas uptake times from those
used in calculating the U.S. Navy standard air decompression table and the
repetitive dive tables for air. The maximum tissue half-time was 120 min-
utes for U.S, Navy standard air tables and repetitive dive tables. Workman,
as previously pointed out, used a maximum tissue half saturation time of
240 minutes for calculation of the U.S. Navy standard air decompression
schedules for exceptional exposures. Although consideration of the maximum
tissue-half saturation time without considering the related M values and
delta M values is perhaps a game of numbers, suffice it to say that, in
some of the air decompression schedules calculated on the Haldanian systems
(i.e., Decoms 1 and 5), the ascent rate of longer dives at both shallow
{140 FSW x 360 minutes) and deeper depths (180 FSW x 240 minutes) were
limited by the so-called slowest (720 minutes and 635 minutes half-time)
tissues. Since the decompression schedules using newer concepts and newer
experience each has longer total decompression time and deeper first decom-
pression stops than the decompression tables which were calculated in the
1950's, it would appear that the current trend is toward decompression
tables with deeper first stops and longer total decompression times than
those of the U.S. Navy tables.

Since the commercial diving industry has found use of the U.S. Navy
tables unsatisfactory, safer standard commercial tables are needed. The
RNPL tables were first published in 1968 and have been proven satisfactory
for operational use in the North Sea oil fields. Thus, it would seem that
their use would provide decompression procedures with a significantly
better margin of safety than that provided by the use of the U.S. Navy
tables.
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APPENDIX: DECOMPRESSION SCHEDULES



Key to Table Source for
Decompression Schedules

USN = U.S. Navy

Decom 1*

Decom 5*

Decom 8*

RNPL = Royal Naval Physiological Laboratory

*See page 19 for details of computer programs.
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{120} [Avei | .80 5 5 [ 20 40 17 7 | s
19 | e
[SEERY ) 2 N 156,17
55 2.1 7| 7% w| » 182.11
0-8 | 1.00 1 |2 w |2z || | n 5| 23950
{120) bewn § .60 5 s | 20 u 0 2 | 2.0
Rate: H: m‘,?::n“t:"p:mms?: ‘I’:ca':.ccl;r;::u;‘::H;o::ll‘m“::f’é’hyslel&gicﬂ Litoratery schedule,
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COMPARATIVE AR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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En o¥ DECOWPALSS 0W STOPS {FSH) B gy
"g EE ig 2] 170 | 160 | 180 g -
5 = = M 1) 120 | 0| o) w (e ] ] | W | W] ¥ » xl 10 Eg 5
vo | rea uswe| 13 10 1 ") g_g— }76.00
b1 ...1_H B - 1 4 1] 2% _;r_ 168,17
es |23 .»;_,l_‘.__..__ 77 u__'_ pa.ia
o8 [1.00 d| o [ss [m fo fo wl | s {eew
RNPL | . BG 5 [1 - A0 170 N 4 242 .80
| ra fuse |Gk 2.1
p-1 | 2.7 2.7
-5 { .08 o ) H _:__. 11.08
[N R T 1 5| 6.0
aweL | z.a0 _ ) 5 F ;;
15 |usw | 2.00 1 LY
™1 |2.00 . H [N/
05 |2.74 | i H ? 1] 8 i7.7
p-o | 228 . ) [ R 1 H.s §.75
eweL | 220 N . s 1 z n;
0 |use |2.00 a 617
o1 | z.00 s 10.00
g5 2.0 1 ¢ ¥ ] ] 2244
pa 200 B 5| oes| 1 1 z &1 85
awL | 2.20 3 15 2 24.20
2 |uw |2.00 1) 1217
ot |1 i rla 4.8
05 | 2.4 1|z 5 6| 14 .4
b8 12.00 i ’ HY I I 4 510,50
Rl | 2.00 5 “ 2 43,00
3 Jusk | Les 3| e 3.1
o-1 | 1.83 €| 7B 35,41
as | 2.0 B o R 6 6| 7n 38 &0
oa | 2.00 sl 1 H 5 5| 14z
we | 2,00 | s m 2 19,00

Mote: il; Time & given in mingtes or dacima) fractions of minutes: .
Wumber glwen in parenthesis is according 12 Royal maval Physio

¢

*Far srcaptional Exposurds, data are given acc

loqical Leboratory schedule.
ording to U.5. Wavy Stawland Alr ecomprenaisn Tnbla.
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COMPARATIVE AfR DECOMPRESSION TABLES

gg EE DECOWPRISSION STOFS | FSH} é% 5!
— =
:g E-!w gg '!'g 170 | 10 | 3s0 | M0 | 130 126G 10| DG W & 10 b | 50 G » W 25 20 10 Eg gh
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o1 e [ 9| » 54,67
B-5 | 2.44 I2 5 5 w| o3 59.44
& |2.00 B 1.:5. ”1 ] 3 ¥ 39 5] w828
RUPL | 1.B0 . 5 _5 12¢ H 132,00
5o |usw | 167 3 | w £3. 17
ol | 167 1] Fi) er,-;
D-5 | 2.4d [] 5 0 16 76. 44
b8 {178 :JS 2 ] aln 2| N 99.00
RNPL | 1.50 5 10 1S ? 163.60
& {usM |1.67 ] 23} 82 8617
p-1 f1.50 3 1% % o« 92.50
b-5 o.M 5 ? 12 2 A5 1.4
p-8 |L.75 1.75 | ¥ 4 26| % | 1| B 5 | 132,00
Repe 1,40 H 5 15 185 2 193.40
70 fusk |1.67 16 n| & 10217
p-1 |5i.30 ] 2 5| 54 11050
o5 |21 1 L] 0 14 28 52 213
b8 |L.8e] . 5|2 [ | E ] 5| 0.2
(a0 | (75 leweL | 1m0 5 5 0 Fl 170 2 |2
80 Jusw [1.50 3 19 7?2 1M
p-1 | 1.50 il 2l 59 12750
05 §2.13 ! 1 1 19 59 178.13
o8 |1.50 RAEE 9| 8] ® | N 5 | 189.78
(1ap)] (90) [RweL | 1.20 5 5 20 a0 ol [ETER-
90 [usk |1.s0 [ 13 5| wo 154.17
-1 [1n 3 18 22 wl| s 142.33
o5 2.4} H I It 23 n| 72 150,13
08 1500 1ps |51 23| 28| ¥ n| » .5 | 210,75
rRpL | 120 5 5 70 170 H a2
mote! ime 15 glwen 1n mingtes or declmal fractions of ainuless

ir
2}

sumber glven tn parantheris 1 accarding to Reyal Rawal Physiological Labaratary schadule.
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(OMPARAT(VE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES

£ o DECOMPRESS LON 57005, {FW) & §
23| By |ugi g eo | 22
5"' E:—' g§ :g wra | 160 | as0 | wen i (120 | 19 100 [ %0 W o m‘ w|so[w|n] v|sfujw0 33 g_
s 10 | SN | opnp l 9 2.1
O-1 |2.33 i o .13
0.5 | 3.8 : 4 2.3
p-g |?.75 I Y 1 1 B_2%
RKPL E B 5 F 990
15 | ww |27 2 033
[SWERE ) 5. 17
D-+ F3.09 H i & 19.0%
D-8 ; —T IR B 1 H _u,rs
oPL | 2,20 : H 16.20
0 fus |27 5 8.33
p-1 12.00 I I 17.uo
-5 2—“ ﬁ_z : 61 1l 26.74
08 [2.25 () .28 H ? 1. 9.7%
RNPL {2.20 T 1 - 15 H 2420
75 | usH {2.00 1| 16.31
pey f2.00 5 & | 3100
0-5 J2.74 ) - H 2 €| 1 478
08 |2.25 ) ; T -1 s 1 2 3 17.53
RWPL | 2.20 B 5 40 F a4y _E
10 | usH |2.00 = | a 8.3
vy [1.82 PR a1.83
pe5 [ 2,44 1 H 4 ;] 21 [T
-8 |2 . ) ) I 1.1 1 1 3. 1A KRN
AweL | 2.00 [ s 13 z 9.0
Q USH [ 1.83 16 VE 46._33
™1 ’E ! i2 BL.E3
05 | 2.4 H 1 4 1 . 14 -] 6984
v-8 | 2.00 ¥ (2 H H n | n ERIRIED
WL | 1.80 . L ﬂ_J__|V__L 5 L i 1¢ 13380
wote: (1) Time f5 given tn minutes or ded ima| fraptions of nurates;

{2) Humber given in parenthesis 15 dccorging tn Fayel Maval

7

nysin]nglcal Labwratury schedule,
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COMPARAT IVE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES

B UFCOMPRESS ION STOPS (F5W) -1 §
3 ! o | 3w
= EE 35 EE e | W I gz | ¥
=3 = °E o | vo|wofse|no| | w s | w| i le|n] 0]lsl a3 E
1w | 0 ]ies b | oas 76.13
b1 ] L.&7 3 1 z; % B1.6F
-5 |2.40 : s | s 12 1w | .4
b-8 200 1.78] 3 1 ? 15 17 13 . 5 lnres
ewL [ 160 5 j W 145 . |60
oo lom |13 ! 15 23 | 58 .33
D-) |1.67 - ;— -] 251 50 105.5:“
[N 3 s |9 1" ] 50| |wse
o8 1.8 . N 7| 2 s lw oo oo juz|m 5 | 1m3.00
R 1140 s 5 s 155 2 juio
| en e 4 19 32 | e 125.33
-1 [1-%0 - I T 2 21 | s 15,50
b5 [z X s | 7 57 127,44
va 1 T 5|y ias |2 |2 | 3 | w | w .5 | 186.00
s e a0 5 s | 3 170 :  |evae
o | [Lar 1 b3 4| 155.33
B-1 [1.50 s L 2 . | 59 13,50
B5-|2.a . v |2 a 0| 150 . 4
[TRIN I ERERERERE! & |nz,00
{90) |aweL |3.20 5 § | 1 2 320
%0 | uswe 150 z | » 52 | & 166.33
b1 [1.50 u |8 u w | s 176.50
b5 [2.44 s L |18 2 % | 70 17288
p-o [1.50 mlz fs s 2 (20 o |n|w .5 |2%.75
weL [1.20 5 s | o fEn z |z
120 | uswe |1.50 2 | 56 | 120 240.3
1 1.3 « [ 1w % | 11e 28,21
-5 [r.as 3 e |2 %0 |4z 7.
o8 {150 s b s [ |z | w [:m | n 5 | 20078
AFL {100 5 5 |2 |, a5 "o ¢ |ea.co

“

fwen In minutes or dec el fractions of minates
wgn in paranthes 15 13 accordieg to (ST L]

sfgr axceptiona] expotures. dats wre glven aceording to LS. My

T ehystologied) Latorstory schedule.
standard ALP leaodpreasion Table.
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" COMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESSIOM TABLES
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g3 1173 W lz | " 99 | wy e
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D8 {3.28 175| % ] s |4 (s | e 6 |w n 5 ] 319,50

L1 60 & 5 |20 (X% b3 15 1M H 117, 60

360 | ushe | 1.00 9| 2|2 |s |a 1 w2 | 1w YT
0-1 | 1.17 b: B L I L) 1] 161 80 H 04 103z, 1t

p-5 [2.13 w0 |9 e w1 561 144413

0-5 | 1.00 i s |w |5 (29 |2 » |2 13 5 | sos.2s

RNPL | .60 5| n 3% 0 | s {55 &0 ] , A z 63760

wo | s fusw | i . | o] 2.5
0-1 | z.50 | l . 2 5

0-5 |3.9 : 1.7 B9

o-a |50 T T 11 i w1 ) 5 s a;

aneL | 3.70 i B I | ! s

jo |usw |2.33 ' : 1 3.50
ol |z.ona Lo 3.3

g5 ]3.38: i 1 3 P " 15.9

D8 }2.75 - LY ] 1 H | ] | L]‘_(:.

AW, | 2.60 5 l o ! 2 460

| »B e 233 | : 4 56
i1 | 2.30 - I ! 1 Lo 3. 6.3

o5 |30 l_ I L3 i a ‘ 3 . z7.s

66 | 2.50 ' | Poorsloms] L 1 21 N .90

_HPL | 2.60 ! ; 5 © ! R R

0 {usn | 2.17 I i e 7 [ 11.50
et + —

[ SR ERY 11 | 3l o7 22|

s :n ] BN 7] o] 3174

-8 |2.50 R L O K 1 : s us

vl | 2.0 ' ! ' s i el l 2 1940

mote: (3} Time 15 given in minutes or decimal fractipns of minutes,
2] Wambeter g!nn in parenthesis 15 dccording 12 Royal Maval Physiclogical Labaratory schedube.

*5gr axcwptiona] exposures, dels erd given acrling to U5, Wavy Stawdzsed AFr tigarmpredd bam Tiabile .
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(OMPARATIVE AR DECOMPRESSION TABLES

si } 2% QECONPRESS IOW 5T0FS {FSH) ga E!
s£ | b §§ £ | 4=
5|5~ |2 Z| o se0 | iso {0 afazof 0l % m |20y |sefa || wlam|w]w|GE E
5o [ @5 {usk[z.17 o | w 7159
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2 ek |27 5 1 8 | 24 T
o~y [ 7,00 ! l 3 T " ag.0n
0-5 17.74 1 2 r| s 3 3 0| 7 5470
o-8 |2.2% | as| e v} | o2 [ ' 0 51 k0
RNPL [ 2,20 5 5 1 2 114,20
L) UsK (2.00 5 19 1 5450
0-1i1.83 z 9 BB 67.83
05 i 2. M4 ? 5 5 9 16 38- ’ M
08 2.2% Les| 2| 2f sl | oM 5| 9550
WL | 2,00 5 5 5 14 2 | 15900
L) usK | 2.0 i? 3 &1 B, 50
-1 | 1.83 % it LI E 9e.2
b5 | 274 ' s| e 12 . 9.1
D-8 | 2.00 ?5 ? 4 + 2% 0 i1 kL) LB 132,88
R&PL | 1. B0 T l.’: i % 1% 16% 4 192, B
60 | usm |1.83 3 it % | 62 112,50
B-1 | 1.67 ! 2 13 Fr4 25 5% 110,47
D=5 | 2.4 t 1 i ] 5 1 1% 9 EE ‘ 122, 8
-8 :.noi Ll w|xs]w|n | 1| n 5| 1S
RuFy | 5.60 : 5 5 5 20 170 H 24B. B0
o #iN | 1.B3 11 19 » " 146, 50
o1 [ T.ET £ 19 21 3 59 139,61
b5 |7.44 - T 9| 12 2 0| s 145. 4
b-8 : 5|2 4 4t 29 B k] EX| 3 VB | 208,00
15 B | AD H 5 5 20 40 1 2 244, W
Wote. 1) Time 15 giren in minytes or decims]l fractions of minutes,

¢

1
2'; Nosber given in parenthests 15 according to Royal Maval Physioleoizal Laboeatory cehedule.
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COPPARATIVE AR DECOMPRESSION TABLES

ab DECNPNESS 0N STOMS |r_s:}‘ - Ea £
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P—t — PR U P [ SR N AR AU W DR SN S ——
o1l B w e 21 5 | e 16367
— —a— b L. R . S - _ —
05 | 2.4 2zt b 28 % | I 171,44
BA LS | 24 s |a owls |m EE 5| 236,00
D e SRS - [ _ .y [ I S —_ -
0 RWPL [ 1,20 i i $ v |is s | 0 17 H 271,20
NO - b A = +
U] ] USK | oo | [ .67
S R S H 4 - 1 — .
01 | 267 , ! ' 267
0-5 |4 i ' P 5.27
R S T W | R S P S S SN S 1
o-a | 550 ] .2% 1! 5| 600
- : I Y S T __ IR
.5 | meu| o0 : ral 3o
L L .
19 usk | 250 ! 1 3.67
. S ] _ T
b1 §2.50 : Col 1.50
-5 {2.65 [ B z T 16,66
4- . . N I R WY S SR A
b0 | 275 ; | es| 1 i oz K B. 50
e | 2,80 ! ; 5 5 2 14,50
1% viN | 2,03 : 1 4 1.ET
g1 ]zm i 1 5 .33
FRURNRN NR SUSE SN SN S N
o5 | 335 i ! 2 g2 2 & 9 24,38
: R o
b {2.ms ; il [ H T 5| 10.00
RS S SRS NUPA ;
{
ANPL | 2,60 : 5 1o 2 18,60
o |uwn|2n ; Poal oai 16.67
: 4k o ;
51 | 2.17 | 1 o3| o FIRY.
. 4
-5 | 308 2 2 |z LI 7| 18 i 3%.05
0ok | 250 . 5L I z k! & 117
ANPL | 2.4 s a0 2 .40
i usw | 2.31 : T, oM 29,67
4 -
b1 | 2.7 _ 3 L %7
-5 | 3.05 | * L 6| 2z 4705
p-8 | 2.50 B 1 kd AR UL 10 5] m
: 1
RwPL | 2.20 ' i i®* i 65 ? 19,20
—1 | .
B e 1% giveh 1R minutes or declmsl fractlons of minaies,
wte ((; ;:w glven (n parenthests 15 dccording to Roysl Maval Pneslalogical Labarytory Srhedule.
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COMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESS10M TABLES
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180 n veN | 2.17 '. Fd Il 25] 40,87
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0 |usw |z [ Pt ow 7167
b1 |2.00 e ! 5 1 S5l 76,00
85 2.7 i Tho Tl bt e n el w 86,74 |
D-a [ 27.2% N 1 L1y 2 3 F 5 » 31 kL] 5 112,50
awpL § Z.00 { 5 5 ;_’ 140 2 159,00
50 |usk |z.00 2 i % 731 % 98.67
o1 |1.83 2| e | n 25 | 48 106,83
s [2.74 | s |10 " 6| w| |uenm
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RWPL | 1.80 ¢ 5 H 15 131 H 1986. 60
® Jusn |z.00 ‘ : 3 9 3] @ 1267
el j1.83 s | 1 2 2| s 13163
0-5 {2.M 3 is e n [H] w0 | s 135,18
8-t |2.00 : ) sz |4 |[wijnlna | ® nl o FRBTINT
rarL | 3,60 . s s | e 170 t ] amms0
hii] uUsN | 1.8} 1 17 2 LL - 13 166,57
o-1 | 1.87 : 1 i | u . a5 153.67
D5 {274 4 e |0 in Y] 32 n 5.4
o8 {2.00 asfs o [se |2 |2s | ® | m| a0 & | 227,28
i) RMRL | 1.4 5 L) 5 20 W 1t F 24440
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[ ] 1.67 ‘ i) i7 18 -] 50 ol 231,67
o5 [2.m 1 s |9 [wla L2 o5 | 108 27
g | 1.50 13 tzy |0 o0 | 2 |2e | o | | 34 5 | 763.00
evey | 1.20 i 5 5 115 | 36 0 170 2 |ena

Note: {17 Time 13 given in winutes ar derimel fractions of mimtES;
}zg Mumber given Th parenthesis T accordisg to Raya! Mavel Paysiological Labordiary schedule.
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LOMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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{z! Ner q?m, In parenthesis 15 accoreing 1o Royad Mawal Physialoglcal Lsporatory schedute.

for Excaptiona] wdoserey,

date are given according o U5, Mawy Sumdand A1 e Deorprrasicn Tble



COMPARATIVE ATR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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{ B - - ._.l:
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By | 217 z 1 0| % 61.17
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AWL 240 i 5 5 125 139,40
w sk (237 1 10 23| 45 51.83
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D-8 | 2.80 : ) (2 4 3 20 n n 34 B i 128,75
RWPL | 2.20 S 5 1 5 15 15 2 | st
s0 Jusn | 207 | 5 1 23| & 109,63
o1 {2.00 ! 5| 12 2 FL ] 11%.00
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B gt ren 1n” parenthas s e mayal Nawn? Physiofogteal Luboratory schedule.
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COMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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mote: 1) Time 1c givan im minutes or decima} Fractions of minutes;
kz Wmbar given In parenthis s 15 sccording to Hoyel Wawal Physiologieal Laboratory scheduie.
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CONPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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Mots: {11 Time 15 given 1n winutes or decimal fractions of minutes;
Number given in parenthesis fs scording to Royal Miwl Fhysialogica® Laboratory schedule.

?

*for sceptions] axposures, dete ere given dccording to U.S. Navy Standend dfr Deampressiod Tnbie.
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COMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESS|ON TABLES
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Mot ,1; Timt 19 glvan (o minutes or decime] fractiens of minutes;
71 umoer given in parentiwsis I according to foynl Navat Pryaizlogical Laboratory schedule.

*Far sxceplional #apoluret, 48ta ore given according to U.5. Mavy Segmdard dir Decompreerion Table.
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COMPARATIVE AIR CECOMPRESSION TABLES
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Mot ili Time 1t glven in minybes or decimel fractions of winutes,
2

Musber given in parenthests 5 atcording to Roya

1 Maval 5_lv_fslu1aq1r.|l Labaratary schedule.

“far sxceptional exposures, date are given sccarddng @ U5, Navy deandord Ale Desoepresaion Table
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COMPARATIVE AIR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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T {1} Tise i3 given in minutel or dec Imal fractivns of minutes;
2} Wumber piven tn parenthesis iy dccording to Ruya) Mawal Physiofogqicel Laboratory schedule,

*Far anceptions| snposures, dALb are given dccoeding oo 0.5 Mawy snedin! Qe Sesapression Teble.
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aFor emceptlond] exposurer, etk art glven according to U5, Mhwy Standaed Air Meacmprasrion Pable.
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COMPARATIVE AR DECOMPRESSION TABLES
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Wate: (1) Thme 15 givan In minutsy or deciml fractions of minutes;
12) mumber §iwen 0 pacenthesli 15 according W Roym) Maval Physfological Laboratery cchidule.

*For scceptiond! axposures, data are gleen according o L5, Mawy Stondard Afr fmeveppameios Tahie.
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Hor gurapliont ] suptorm. Al Are gl agcording to 1.4 Wery rradind Kd e Cecvepoeprion Frtie.
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Note: (1} Time s given fn minstes or deciwa) fraction of mirutes;
2} mpsber giesn In pmrenthesis 1s sccording o Ropsl mavel Phystological Laborstory schedule.

sFor axcentiona) cxposures. data sre aiver accordinn to LS. Mavy Standard ALy Mooagronsion fokle



