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PREFACE

During the course of aviation history, the aeromedical evacuation of casualties resulting from
battle, natural disasters, and other types of emergency and mass casualty situations has been accom-
plished with various levels of success. The ability to move casualties rapidly through a well-
organized medical treatment and care system first by ground, and then by aircraft, to protected,
centralized hospitals has increased wartime and peacetime survival rates, boosted the morale of
combatants, and helped optimize the use of critical medical resources. In the Korean and Vietnam
conflicts, the evacuation of casualties by helicopter, small to medium size conventional aircraft, and
larger, long-range aircraft has evolved into dramatically improved survival rates. The experience
of these successful acromedical evacuation operations has evolved into the systems, subsystems,
personnel, and training that make up today's United States Air Force (USAF) Aeromedical Evacua-
tion System under the Military Airlift Command (MAC).

The Air Force Systems Command's Human Systems Division and the Armstrong Laboratory,
formerly the USAF School of Aerospace Medicine (USAFSAM), are responsible for the research
and development of technology, criteria, specifications, systems, and test and evaluation method-
ologies supporting the USAF Aeromedical Evacuation Mission. Future acromedical operations in
peacetime and wartime will transport greater numbers of medically unstable patients over longer
distances. Accordingly, the mission of the USAFSAM Crew Technology Division
(USAFSAM/VN)I is to maintain and improve the systems that enhance acromedical evacuation
mission effectiveness. One of the systems operations requiring analysis is the In-Flight and Field
Portable Clinical Laboratory (subsequently referred to in this report as the Aeromedical Clinical
Laboratory or AMCL).

Systems Research Laboratories, Inc. (SRL), a division of Arvin/Calspan, analyzed the opera-
tional and systems requirements for an in-flight and field portable laboratory/AMCL under Air
Force Contract No. F33615-87-D-0652, Delivery Order 0004, for the Human Systems Division
(HSD/YAC) and the USAFSAM Crew Technology Division (USAFSAM/VN), Brooks AFB,
Texas. The SRL technical team, which included members from Biodynamics Research Corpora-
tion and The University of Texas at San Antonio (UTSA), are as follows:

Program Manager ) Mr. Thomas L. Kingery
Mission Analysis Mr. Robert V. Kaufman
Systems Requirements Analysis 4 The University of Texas at San Antonio:
William A. Alter III, Ph.D.
John Eftekhar, Ph.D.
Philip Olivier, Ph.D.
Acromedical Consultant Biodynamics Research Corporation
James H. Raddin, Jr., M.D.
Acromedical Nursing Consultant Ms. Joan Sapp

This report was prepared by Mr. Thomas L. Kingery, Mr. Robert V. Kaufman, William A.
Alter ITI, Ph.D., John Eftekhar, Ph.D., Philip Olivier, Ph.D., and James H. Raddin, Jr., M.D.

The AMCL program enabled a close coordination of technical information and feedback by
using several interactive joint contractor/USAF teams. This methodology was critical to the
success of this research effort. The SRL AMCL team would like to express its appreciation and

1 Now Armstrong Laboratory Crew Technology Division (AL/CFT)
vii




gratitude to the following individuals for their time, patience, and professional participation in the
numerous critical review and feedback sessions of the Aeromedical Clinical Laboratory Working
Group (AMCLWG), and the AMCL Mission Requirements Review (MRR) meeting held at
Brooks AFB, Texas, in May 1990. Without their help, this program could not have been a
success.

AMCLWG

Major Garye D. Jensen, USAFSAM/VNC
Lt Col John A. Marshall, USAFSAM/VNC
Major Mark A. Cathcart, HSD/YAZ

Major Chris N. Heinrichs, HSD/YA

Major Regina A. Aune, USAFSAM/EDN
Major Pam J. Reidy, HSD/YAD

Capt Susan K. Nagel, USAFSAM/VNC
1Lt Rebecca B. Schultz, USAFSAM/VNC
TSgt Richard W. Hallinan, HSD/YAO

MCL Mission Requi Reyi

Lt Commander Joe White, Academy of Health Sciences

Col Carol A. Glancy, 375th MAW/SGN

Col Margaret A. Seibold, Wilford Hall USAF Medical Center
Major Renee G. Sussman, 375th MAW/SGN

Plus the membership of the AMCLWG listed above.

A very special statement of appreciation goes to the professional staff at USAFSAM/VNC who
tirelessly worked to ensure the success of this program: Major Garye D. Jensen, Major Regina A.
Aune, and 1Lt Rebecca B. Schultz.
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Section 1
INTRODUCTION
This technical report includes the following:
+ Analysis of the casualty data requirements in the aeromedical evacuation (AE) mission;
» Analysis and prioritization of applicable casualty diagnostic tests;

« Definition of the aeromedical mission settings in peacetime and wartime that could use an
In-Flight and Field Portable Clinical Laboratory (referred to in this report ac 1n Aero-
medical Clinical Laboratory or AMCL) to enhance effectiveness;

» Results of a literature and technology survey of systems, equipment, and technologies
applicable to an AMCL; and

e Determination of the initial design criteria for an AMCL.

This study and analysis was conducted by Systems Research Laboratories, Inc. (SRL), a
division of Arvin/Calspan, from June 1989 through September 1990, under Contract F33615-87-
D-0652, Delivery Order 0004, for the United States Air Force (USAF) School of aerospace
Medicine (USAFSAM) and Human Systems Division (HSD), Air Force Systems Command
(AFSC), Brooks AFB, Texas. The completion of this report concluded the research effort.

Background

Future aeromedical operations in both peacetime and wartime will require the transport of
greater numbers of medically unstable casualties over longer distances, especially for wartime
operations in which injuries may be aggravated by possible contamination from chemical and
biological agents as well as from fallout radiation that will further complicate the handling and care
of these casualties. With limited resources, it will be essential to the mission that these resources
be used effectively. Aeromedical operations in future high intensity conflicts may entail prolonged
holding periods in 2nd Echelon medical facilities [Survivable Collective Protection System-Medical
(SCPS-M), Air Transportable Clinic (ATC), etc.] and Mobile Aeromedical Staging Facilities
(MASFs). In these settings, the capability to assess casualty clinical status will improve the use of
limited resources. Casualty treatment decisions during these aeromedical operations are now based
on a very limited capability to evaluate the clinical status of casualties.

Obiectiv

The objectives of this research effort were to assess the requirements for an AMCL (In-Flight
and Field Portable Clinical Laboratory) in aeromedical operations; to determine the capability of
available equipment or new technologies to satisfy these requirements; and to determine the feasi-
bility of developing an AMCL for use in USAF acromedical operations.

Qverview

SRL was the prime contractor for the AMCL mission and systems analysis. In tum, SRL
subcontracted to The University of Texas at San Antonio (UTSA) and Biodynamics Research




Corporation (BRC), and acquired expert consultant services from an expeiienced retired USAF
flight nurse. This team possessed the expertise to perform AMCL mission and systems analysis.

UTSA is a recognized institution of university education and a diverse research and develop-
ment center. The UTSA investigators listed below have experience in development of literature
and technology surveys in each of three areas: biomedical, physiology, and computer database
development and engineering:

 John Eftekhar, Ph.D., Mechanical Engineer, with background in bioengineering and fluid
mechanics of ergogenic systems;

Philip Olivier, Ph.D., Electrical Engineer, background in control systems design and neural
networks; and

+ William A. Alter ITl, Ph.D., Medical Sciences background in medical systems develop-
ment, chemical warfare defense, and program management.

BRC is a research and consulting firm compcsed of physicians and engineers. Dr. James H.
Raddin, Jr., board certified in aerospace medicine with extensive experience in biomedical systems
development and USAF aerospace medical operations, was the key contractor team aerospace
medical specialist.

Ms. Joan Sapp (USAF, retired), a private consultant, was selected to provide the contractor
team aerospace flight nursing expertise. Ms. Sapp has extensive USAF flight nursing experience
with over 2500 hours as an acromedical crewmember in C-130 and C-141 AE aircraft, including
many evacuation missions during the Vietnam conflict.

The general plan for this program was to analyze mission and systems requirements for an
in-flight and field portable clinical laboratory to support AE missions. The requirements include
independent evaluations of mission requirements and system performance criteria, assessments of
the suitability of current and developmental equipment, and literature and technology surveys.
There were four major elements of the technical support:

»  Operations analysis of mission requirements and system performance criteria through litera-
ture searches and field trips;

» Frequent reviews with the AMCL Working Group (AMCLWG) at Brooks AFB, Texas, to
assess status of analytical efforts and to provide technical guidance;

» Execute a Mission Requirements Review (MRR) involving up to 25 Department of Defense
(DoD) participants to assess mission requirements, assist in a structured ordering of system
performance criteria, and evaluate candidate equipment and technologies; and

* Refine the definition of operational requirements, define the AMCL, preliminary design
criteria, and document the total research effort in a final technical report.

SRL's technical approach involved close coordination with a selected group of DoD and civilian
experts. The analysis tools and task described herein are phased similarly to the "classic”
mission/systems analysis approach shown in Figure 1.

The key to the successful accomplishment of this analysis was the active involvement of DoD
participants in AMCLWG meetings and of the DoD panel members in the MRR. This team
approach was essential in developing relevant operational requirements and system performance
criteria. The sequence of events for the AMCL study is shown in Figure 2.
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First, the applicable parts of the AE mission were extracted from USAF sources such as aircraft
specifications and AE regulations, manuals, and teaching materials from the USAFSAM aeromedi-
cal flight nurse and technician courses. This material was presented to the AMCLWG who rated
the guidance on the operational utility of the data based on actual experience. The development of
aeromedical mission situations in peacetime and wartime that may require an AMCL to enhance
effectiveness and development of evaluation criteria was the next step. Patient data requirements,
diagnostic tests, and sampling techniques were developed and fit to the operational mission sce-
narios; the AMCLWG then validated the data. After SRL developed and prioritized the diagnostic
tests, UTSA used this information to carry out the literature and technology survey. Site visits to
USAF clinics and hospitals, including the Wilford Hall USAF Medical Center, Lackland AFB,
Texas, to look at current USAF Clinical Laboratory equipment and procedures, were key events.
Meetings at Fort Sam Houston, San Antonio, Texas, with the tri-service department, which
develops requirements for DoD clinical laboratories, were a very informative part of the program.
The status of these important program steps was reported frequently to the AMCLWG and
USAFSAM/VNC. This step-by-step coupling of technical program development with the USAF
research and development team on the AMCLWG was very important in the successful direction
and outcome of this program.

The MRR was held in San Antonio on 30/31 May 1990 at Brooks AFB, Texas. The purpose
of this review was to present a program report and to encourage interaction and guidance for
needed corrections in the findings to date. The USAF MRR participants came from both the opera-
tional aecromedical evacuation and research and development communities. Participants included
Military Airlift Command (MAC), Wilford Hall USAF Medical Center, USAFSAM Aeromedical
Evacuation Training Program, USAF Clinical Laboratories, DoD Tri-Service Clinical Laboratory
Requirements Center, and the Aeromedical Evacuation Research Development Test and Evaluation
Team. This technical group of experts provided key guidance to the SRL team. With this updated
information, the SRL team completed the operational and systems analysis of the AMCL and docu-
mented its findings into this technical report.

SRL designed technical risk management into this program by frequent interaction with the
AMCLWG and the MRR. The area of technical risk concern was developing representative AE
peacetime and wartime mission profiles, including both tactical and strategic mission settings. The
methodology adopted was to use generic airbases in real USAF theaters of operation (i.e., Europe
and Pacific areas) and develop representative situations. It was vitally important to balance cost-
effective operational mission scenarios (i.e., a C-130 load of 70 litter casualties over a 1.5-hour
duration with two full AE crews assigned) with enough realism to allow specific evaluations. This
analysis technique was used to provide an audit trail of the type and number of casualties on board
a particular AE mission, and the clinical/medical events that can realistically occur during the
transport period with such a casualty load. This technique allows for a reasonably comprehensive
and representative evaluation of the AMCL in acromedical mission scenarios. The results of this
mission scenario analysis are presented in Section 4, Operational Mission Requirements Analysis.

The UTSA literature and technology survey was bounded by the results of the operational
mission analysis and the approved prioritized list of AMCL diagnostic tests. The methodology
used by UTSA in the literature and technology survey was well designed and executed due to the
establishment of cost-effective parameters. The results of this literature and technology survey are
found in Section 6.




Section 2
CHARACTERIZATION OF THE ELEMENTS OF THE USAF AE SYSTEM

To understand the casualty data and diagnostic tests requirements, knowledge of the key ele-
ments of AE is necessary. Summarized information in this section is taken from USAF technical
orders, regulations, manuals, pamphlets (i.e., AFR 164-5, Worldwide Aeromedical Evacuation)
and WARMED-WCD (Wartime Medical Work Center Descriptions) Policy and Guidance.

THE MISSION

The mission of wartime casualty management is to return the maximum number of casualties to
full duty within the shortest period of time. Each casualty must be assured of receiving the highest
quality medical care. The DoD policy is that, both in peacetime and wartime, the movement of
?asuai\)lties of the Armed Forces will be accomplished by air when airlift is available and AE
easible.

AE is the movement of casualties by air transportation under medical supervision to and
between medical treatment facilities. AE significantly improves recovery rates by providing rapid
transport of the sick and wounded to medical facilities for treatment. The morale of combat forces
is sustained by the knowledge that rapid delivery to lifesaving medical resources worldwide is
readily available.

MAC is responsible for providing a worldwide AE system for the U.S. Armed Forces. As a
minimum, an AE system must provide the following:

* Control of casualty movement by air transport;

» Specialized medical attendants, operational support personnel, and equipment for in-flight
medical care;

» Facilities on or in the vicinity of air heads and airbases for the limited care of in-transit
casualties entering, en route, or leaving the AE system; and

* Information transfers with originating, enroute, and destination medical facilities con-
cerning casualty movement requirements.

THEATER CASUALTY MANAGEMENT

Within the theater of operations are four medical echelons or levels of care, the definition of
which may vary slightly from service to service. Generally, the four echelons of care are:

« 1st Echelon (1E) or Unit Level - Provides emergency treatment only and casualties are
either returned to duty or evacuated to the 2nd Echelon of care, usually by ground
transportation.

» 2nd Echelon (2E) - Provides emergency care, treatment, and stabilization. Casualties not
requiring admission are treated and returned to duty. Casualties who can be returned to
duty within the holding period policy are admitted, treated, and returned to duty. Those
requiring hospital medical or surgical attention are stabilized to permit evacuation.
Rearward movement of casualties to a 3rd Echelon of care medical facility is an individual




service responsibility. Request for USAF AE from 2nd Echelon will be subject to control
of the Joint Medical Control Agency (JMCA). The time between casualty entry into a 2nd
Echelon facility to either return to duty or arrive at a 3rd Echelon facility (or other higher
echelon of care) is 72 hours or less.

* 3rd Echelon (3E) - Usually a combat support hospital or evacuation hospital providing
surgery and medical care. Subsequent movement or evacuation from 3rd Echelon facilities
to the next level of care is normally by USAF aeromedical evacuation as controlled by the
JMCA. The transport time of casualties between 3rd Echelon and a 4th Echelon facility
normally will not exceed 6 hours.

*» 4th Echelon (4E) - Treatment is provided at general hospitals whose location is determined
by safety from enemy attack and accessibility to airfields capable of supporting AE aircraft.
Casualties unable to be rehabilitated at 4th Echelon may be evacuated to the continental
United States (CONUS) for hospital care. The transfer time of casualties between 4th
Echelon and CONUS will be 24 hours bed-to-bed. A patient normally will be deemed
stable enough to meet this criteria.

THEATER EVACUATION POLICY

The theater evacuation policy is established by the Secretary of Defense (SECDEF). The policy
states the maximum number of days that casualties may be held within the theater for treatment.
Casualties not expected to return to duty within the number of days expressed in the theater evacua-
tion policy are evacuated as soon as their medical condition permits, and medical authorities have
determined that travel will not aggravate their condition. These policies are flexible and dictated by
the tactical situation. The decision to evacuate also depends on the type of evacuation and the
expected level of care available in the transportation mode selected.

UNREGULATED CASUALTY MOVEMENT

Generally, the regulations do not allow for unregulated casualties to be accepted into the AE
system. However, the wartime situation may require such action. In the event that the Joint
Medical Regulatory Office/Armed Services Medical Regulating Office JMRO/ASMRO) is unable
to regulate casualty movement, these unregulated patients may still require AE within a theater or
from the theater to the CONUS to relieve bed saturation.

AEROMEDICAL STAGING FACILITIES

Casualties entering into the AE system become a MAC responsibility until they are released to
the regulated destination at Medical Treatment Facilities (MTFs). Beds and personnel are dedicated
to processing these casualties. This dedicated resource is known as the Aeromedical Staging
Facility (ASF). There are also mobile aecromedical staging facilities that support combat and/or
disaster operations to the field.

The MASF has the following characteristics:
» Each MASF can hold and process 50 casualties at a time.

* Normally, each MASF can turn over casualty loads four times each 24 hours or 200 per
24 hours.

* In surge conditions, each MASF can turn over casualty loads six times each 24 hours for a
limited time or 300 per 24 hours.




» Most casualty movement occurs in daytime--usually three casualty loads or 150 per day.
» Each MASF has supplies/equipment to sustain operations for 5 days.
AE AIRCRAFT DESCRIPTIONS

The following is a summary description of the tactical/theater and strategic acromedical aircraft
in use or in near-term planned development [i.e., Civil Reserve Air Fleet (CRAF)]. For a complete
detailed description, which is beyond the scope of this report, refer to the applicable aircraft
technical orders and other documents.

Tactical AE Aircraf

The following are generally considered the tactical or theater AE aircraft that would be used in
peacetime or wartime operations. The primary aircraft to support tactical or theater AE is the
C-130. There are plans to deploy CONUS-assigned C-9A aircraft to the combat theater in wartime
conditions and function as dedicated AE assets. The C-130 will remain the prime aircraft for
moving casualties from the combat zone. The C-9A primarily will move casualties from the com-
munications zone using relatively safe airfields.

» C-9A: The basic interior configurations of the C-9A using three litter tiers are: (1) 12
litters, 28 seats for ambulatory casualties and passengers in mixed configuration, (2) 40
ambulatory casualties with three litters in a special care section, and (3) 30 litters. All C-9A
litter tiers can accommodate four litters permitting a maximum of 40 casualties in full litter
configurations.

e (C-130: The C-130's primary mission is to support combat units, but they will be available
for AE use on opportune, retrograde, or backhaul missions as the tactical situation permits.
The C-130 can be configured to a maximum of 70 litters or 92 ambulatory casualties with a
high density capability of 40 litters and 20 ambulatory casualties (60 total).

 CRAFMD-80: These civilian airline resources will be reconfigured to move casualties
within the CONUS system. In current plans, these resources will not be deployed over-
seas. This aircraft can seat 155 passengers or can be configured to carry up to 45 litters in
a maximum litter configuration.

Stratesic AE Aircraf

Two aircraft will be used primarily in strategic AE due to their carrying capacity and long range.
These aircraft are:

e C-141: The C-141 is a multipurpose aircraft that can be configured within approximately
3 hours to meet various litter and ambulatory requirements. The aircraft normally can be
configured to carry 87 to 103 litters or 160 ambulatory casualties with a comfort pallet and
nine crew seats.

+ CRAF 761: The 767 is a wide body long-range civilian aircraft that can be activated in a
national emergency and reconfigured rapidly into a dedicated AE mission. The 767 has
211 passenger seats or 99 litters and 36 seats for ambulatory casualties or 111 litters in a
maximum litter configuration.




AE MISSION DURATIONS
The guidelines for mission duration between echelons of care are as follows:
» 2E to 3E: 2 hours or less using C-130 or C-9A aircraft.

» 3Eto 4E: 6 hours or less for each leg flown. An aircraft mission may do several legs with
patients on board. Aircraft will be C-130, C-9A, and C-141.

e 4E to CONUS: 7 to 14 hours using CRAF 767 or C-141 aircraft. Casualty criteria is
24 hours bed-to-bed.

e CONUS Movement: 2 to 5 hours is normal but several legs on one mission may be flown
with patients on board. CRAF MD-80 and C-9A aircraft (in peacetime) will be used.

AE CREW DATA

The normal aeromedical crew size consists of two flight nurses and three AE technicians. Physi-
cians can and will be used as part of the AE crews as directed. However, due to the requirement to
make maximum use of these critical resources, it will not be a normal event in combat situations.
For planning purposes, the ratio is one acromedical crewmember for every ten casualties on board.
Assigning two full acromedical crews to a single AE mission with over 50 casualties on board is
not unusual. Consideration is being given to increasing the size of an aeromedical crew to ten for
the CRAF 767 aircraft (four flight nurses and six AE technicians).

AEROMEDICAL EQUIPMENT ON BOARD THE AIRCRAFT

The medical equipment for a particular mission varies with the mission and is carried on board
by the AE crew. The variables include aircraft type, distance and flight time, type and condition of
casualties, frequency of urgent patient movement requests, etc. The medical kits used normally
contain respirators, suction devices, Collins traction, and various controlled substances (drugs and
antidotes).

Other medical equipment may include MA-1 ventilators, baby bird ventilators, Stryker Frames,
etc. The full listing of medical equipment available can be found in various USAF regulations,
manuals, pamphlets, and USAF-designed handbooks (i.e., AFSC DH 2-2). Basically, there is no
medical equipment available that can be used to perform what can be categorized as clinical labora-
tory tests for patient care and treatment decisions during AE missions.

CASUALTY TRANSFER

The medical system is designed so that casualties will receive the necessary medical care in their
MTFs and return to duty as soon as possible. However, certain casualties with more serious
injuries/illnesses will not be able to return to duty within the policy guidelines; these casualties will
be transferred to higher echelons of care. The medical system of triage and the judgment/training
of the referring physician should allow reasonably early decisions; the transfer process can begin
as soon as the casualty is deemed sufficiently medically stable to endure the transportation to the
next level of care. The medical decision to transfer is based on a number of factors; the most
important consideration is the judgment that the casualty is sufficiently medically stabilized to
endure the transfer process through an ASF/MASF (in this case, AE). The evaluation of the
casualty is then dependent on the medical care available during transport. The assumption is that
the more definitive the care available in the AE system, the earlier the decision can be made to
transfer the unstable casualty. The need to move casualties at the earliest possible moment, once
they are deemed nonduty returnable, is one of mission effectiveness for the USAF medical service.




Early movement allows the casualty to get a higher level of care sooner; expanded medical care is
available at higher echelons of medical facilities. Thus, increased care in a shorter time will
improve casualty survival, increase recovery level, and improve the overall quality of life factors
for the casualty. The ability to move the casualty at the earliest possible time also has a significant
effect on medical operational capability by freeing up beds in 2E, 3E, and 4E MTFs.

The medical decision to transfer an unstable casualty from 2E and 3E medical facilities may be
significantly affected by the availability of an AMCL in the AE system.




Section 3
CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS AND DIAGNOSTIC TESTS IN AE

This section establishes the factors and assumptions concerning casualty diagnostic tests and
data requirements, assesses the rationale for the selection of the diagnostic tests, and prioritizes
these tests and associated casualty data requirements. The analysis is based on evaluating the
current aeromedical system of casualty care (see Section 2) and then using expert evaluation of a
flight surgeon, acromedical flight nurses and technicians, and clinical laboratory officers from the
contractor teams and the AMCLWG. We compiled a current list of clinical diagnostic tests availa-
ble at all levels of current USAF medical care facilities from battlefield aid stations to 2E medical
care facilities, USAF clinics, and finally to USAF medical centers of which Wilford Hall USAF
Medical Center is the largest. Once this list was established, the data were evaluated against a set
of casualty care assumptions in aeromedical operations and known operational conditions. This
analysis produced a set of preliminary casualty data requirements and diagnostic tests. This pre-
liminary set was repeatedly evaluated against: (1) the current state of technology of that particular
test; (2) the biological sampling techniques, sizes, and methods required for that test; (3) the skill
levels and training requirements of the medical personnel who would be taking the samples; and
(4) the additional workload impact on these critical resources.

Once the prioritized set of diagnostic tests and casualty data requirements was established, the
value of each test in terms of casualty care in peacetime and wartime aecromedical mission setting
was evaluated. That information is presented in Section 4.

THE CASUALTY TRANSFER DECISION

The medical and/or operational decision to transfer casualties who cannot be returned to duty
within the policy guidelines requires a considerable amount of coordination and probably differs at
each echelon of care. One can imagine the demanding situation at a battlefield aid station or USAF
2E medical facility just after a major attack or mass influx of casualties which taxes medical person-
nel and facilities. Under these conditions, it may be difficult to evaluate and stabilize a casualty to
allow AE to a 3E MTF. Basic respiratory and circulatory stabilization with fluid administration
may be the only medical care given, especially true when one must free up triage, treatment/
stabilization, and holding beds for a large number of incoming battle-injured casualtes. This situa-
tion, coupled with a fully loaded C-130 AE mission, can tax the medical care of casualties to the
maximum. The level and quality of medical records or casualty data will depend on the time availa-
ble to prepare the documents. A 2E medical facility will not have a full-service clinical laboratory;
consequently, detailed laboratory test results on a casualty will not usually be available. This
tactical/theater acromedical situation is very different from transferring casualties from a 3E MTF to
a 4E MTF or CONUS hospital.

Transferring casualties from a 3E to a 4E MTF or 4E to CONUS MTF will be more regulated
and controlled than from a 2E to 3E MTF under combat or disaster/mass casualty situations. First
of all, the casualties will have received better medical/surgical care and, thus, be more stable; medi-
cal records will be detailed. They probably will have had blood type and crossmatch (blood
T&C), and respiratory, circulatory, and fluid administration care, as well as needed surgery. This
is not to say that some operational pressure will not be present in moving casualties from 3E and
4E MTFs or beyond to free up critical bed and treatment space. But the best expert opinion of
medical specialists is that the decision to transfer casualties from 3E MTFs will be significantly
more controlled than from 2E. Again, the medical stability of the casualty in relation to the stress
of AE will be the deciding factor. The more care available during the AE mission, the earlier the
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transfer can occur and the less stable the casualty needs to be. The 3E MTF will have a very
capable clinical laboratory; therefore, most, if not all, required laboratory tests and results will be
available in the casualty records. The currency of the laboratory results, which will impact
treatment/care decisions during AE transfer, is another issue of concern (i.e., blood gases,
hematocrit, electrolytes, glucose, etc.).

The transfer decision from a 4E MTF to CONUS via Strategic AE is a medically controlled
situation dependent on the location, capability, and mission of such MTFs. These casualties will
be carefully evaluated for stability prior to entering the AE system. We emphasize that all medical
contingencies cannot be evaluated; casualties can and do have medical emergencies in the transfer
system requiring expert medical evaluation for treatment/care decisions. Medical decisions to
transfer are again based on the level of care available in the AE system, as well as the stability of
the casualty prior to the transfer decision. The 4E MTFs will have capable clinical laboratories and
reasonably complete casualty data based on these laboratory tests, treatment to date, etc. Physi-
cians can direct medical orders in these records for treatment, fluid administration, blood transfer,
medications, and observation requirements during the AE mission. Due to the mission length or
the time casualties are in this transfer process, the level of observation and care under AE medical
crewmember's supervision is the longest of all missions. The casualty can be in transfer up to 24
hours bed to bed.

CLINICAL LABORATORY DIAGNOSTIC TESTS AND RESULTING CASUALTY DATA

The level of clinical laboratory testing capability is very different at each echelon of care. Funda-
mentally, 1E has no facilities or very limited mobile iesting capabilities at Battlefield Aid Stations.
In the USAF, the 2E facility has limited clinical laboratory capability such as complete blood count
(CBC), urinalysis, gram stain, etc. These 2E facilities only have clinical laboratory capabilities
necessary to return the casualty to duty or evacuate them to 3E MTFs as soon as possible.

The 3E MTFs have more clinical laboratory equipment and, although not standardized across all
3E MTFs, will have test capabilities in the following categories:

Chemistry Procedures,
Hematology/Urinalysis Procedures,
Microbiology/Serology Procedures, and
Blood Bank Procedures.

e o & o

As a basis for a transfer decision for unstable casualties, the 3E MTFs can perform the fol-
lowing tests: electrocardiograms (ECG), blood gases, electrolyte, hematocrit, blood glucose,
blood T&C, occult blood, cerebrospinal fluid (CSF), complete blood count, urinalysis, gram stain,
cholinesterase, and others.

The 4E MTFs will have complete clinical laboratory capabilities and will be able to do the fol-
lowing categories of tests:

* Chemistry Procedures,

» Hematology/Urinalysis Procedures,
» Microbiology/Serology Procedures,
« Blood Bank Procedures, and

Anatomic Pathology/Cytology Procedures.

The 4E clinical laboratory will have more capability than a 3E MTF in most of the above cate-
gories, especially in Microbiology/Serology and Anatomic Pathology/Cytology Procedures. All
necessary clinical laboratory tests can be performed to enable a controlled medical transfer deci-
sion. However, since the transfer time for a casualty from 4E MTFs to CONUS via AE is up to
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24 hours bed to bed, the currency of a particular test is important. Blood gases, electrolytes,
hematocrit, blood glucose, etc., require near term frequency to enable immediate medical treatment/
care decisions.

CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS

The USAF medical system requires that medical records and data on casualties be prepared in a
fairly standard format. These medical records usually include identification information and medi-
cal histories (records of past visits, diagnosis, treatments, physicals, etc.). During wartime or
peacetime mass casualty situations, transferring a casualty's complete medical historical record
beginning at 1E and 2E may not be possible. However, as a casualty is triaged, stabilized, and
transferred to higher levels or echelons of medical care, a medical record is accumulated. To make
transfer decisions, an unstable patient's medical records are critical information, especially labora-
tory test results and medications/fluids administered. The information in these medical records or
casualty data sets may not be properly formatted for a preflight assessment by medical crew-
members. Voluminous records do not guarantee a clear and accurate preflight assessment. The
USAF AE crews normally use a preflight assessment form such as MAC Form 458, "Patient Trans-
fer Record." The basic medical condition prompting the casualty's transfer will guide the asses-
sors to the extent of information necessary for a safe medical transfer. Usually, 2 mission report is
needed detailing the significant medical events during transfer such as fluids and medications/drugs
given, and medical details of the casualties in-flight care and the casualty's condition upon transfer
to an MTF's control. This recordkeeping, of course, depends on factors such as mission type, air-
craft, flight time, workload of the medical crew, events in flight, etc. Transfer by aircraft requires
special considerations unique to that environment. Some injuries and medical conditions are more
susceptible to the rigors and environmental conditions experienced in flight.

Medical records are collected by physicians, nurses, medical technicians, clinical laboratory
technicians, and administrators since a detailed medical history contributes to the immediate and
long-term care of a casualty. These records may provide research data to reveal trends and may be
used to compile summaries for planning purposes or overall research investigations. Certainly, the
potential of modemn day data processing methods can be made exceptionally useful to this patient
information gathering process in terms of accuracy, standardization, format, transferability, and
quick reviews of medical trend information. Routine medical data and records have critical impor-
tance to the immediate care of a casualty, to the medical state determination or stability assessment
for a transfer decision, to the recording of medical events during the transfer process, and to the
overall long-term recovery and quality of life of the casualty.

ASSUMPTIONS FOR CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS AND DIAGNOSTIC TESTS

The ability to generate useful casualty data is based on three sources of integrated information:

« Expert Personal Observation (by physicians, nurses, medical technicians, etc.)
+ Physiological/Medical Monitoring (blood pressure, temperature, respiration, pulse, etc.)
« Clinical Laboratory (blood count, urinalysis, chemistry, etc.)

The integration of this system of generating relevant casualty data is shown in Figure 3.

Based on this simplified concept of sources of casualty data, the medical consultants, in agree-
ment with the AMCLWG, derived the following assumptions for casualty data requirements in the
AE system. The categories are arranged in priority for casualty care decisions.

+ Category I: Data needed to make an immediate treatment decision.

» Category II: Data needed that may influence ater treatment decisions.
 Category III: Data needed for long-term care and administration of casualties.
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Figure 3. Casualty data sources.

In the AE aircraft environment, the most important set of data on a casualty is that which affects
immediate treatment decisions, especially if the casualty is in medical distress or in a medical crisis
situation. Basic treatment methods in this situation include the status of respiration and circulation.
For example, for respiratory distress, the expert decision may be to put the casualty on a respirator.
Knowing the blood gases as soon as possible is useful to determine appropriate respirator settings.
If a casualty has had significant levels of fluids administered and/or a blood transfusion, then
knowledge of electrolytes and hematocrit is useful for medical treatment decisions. A casualty
requiring insulin or who suddenly becomes unstable may require a blood glucose test to make
informed treatment decisions immediately.

During AE missions, it will be necessary to accumulate casualty data that may influence later
treatment decisions at the next MTF or in long-term recovery. Certainly records on significant
medical events such as loss of consciousness, convulsions, or other medical distress events are
important. The ability to monitor and record the patient's physiological status (respiration, heart
rate, blood pressure, etc.) may be very important. Test results for occult blood in vomit or CSF
will provide significant information for the attending physician at the next MTF. A record of blood
gases in terms of trends, hematocrit, and electrolytes may also influence later treatment decisions.
Although not absolutely essential to survival of the casualty during the AE mission, these data will
assist in later treatment decisions.

All medical data related to the diagnosis, treatment, care, and medical events can potentially
affect long-term care, quality of life, and administration of a casualty. The record of significant
events during transfer 1s also relevant, especially if those data reveal trends or other significant
medical information. Therefore, data on medical issues that affect long-term casualty functions are
significant, as well as data on applicable clinical laboratory tests.
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PRELIMINARY CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS AND DIAGNOSTIC TESTS

Based on the preliminary assessment of casualty data requirements and categories/priorities of
those requirements as outlined previously in this section, the following list of preliminary diagnos-
tic tests for an AMCL was established for evaluation by the contractor expert medical team and the
AMCLWG:

Blood Gases (arterial biood O, and CO, and/or pH)
Electrolyte (Na, K, CI)

Hematocrit

Blood Glucose

Test for Occult Blood

CSF

Blood T&C

Complete Blood Count (WBC, HGB, HCT)
Urinalysis

Gram Stain

Platelet Estimate/Count

White Cell Count

Cholinesterase

e & & & & o O & & ¢ & 0 > o o

BUN

» Blood Gases: This test is considered a Category I Casualty Data Requirement. Data from
this test are needed to make critical immediate treatment decisions. The area of medical
concern is that of respiratory assistance for those casualties who board an AE aircraft on
respirators, or for casualties who go into respiratory distress during the mission. Cer-
tainly, chemical warfare agent casualties will be prime candidates for respiratory assistance.
If ime permits, it is considered good medical practice to do limited blood gas tests to deter-
mine efficient respirator settings. The key blood gas tests determine arterial blood O, by
either partial pressure of oxygen (Pa0;) or O, saturation levels and/or arterial blood CO,
by either partial pressure of carbon dioxide (PaCO3) or pH (if CO; levels are elevated, the
pH is down). The data from the blood gas tests provide important information for deci-
sions about respiratory options in terms of settings for O, fraction, tidal volume, and/or
respiratory rate. As blood gas concentrations can change quickly, tests performed at MTF
clinical labs will have little or no bearing later during an AE in-flight situation with reduced
barometric pressures. The AMCLWG discussed the need for arterial blood for this test and
the problem of a difficult arterial stick to gain the necessary sample in the AE aircraft envi-
ronment. The difficulty of obtaining the arterial sample in the vibrating airframe of a C-130
versus the much smoother flight in a CRAF 767 differs somewhat. The training factor to
do the sampling via an arterial stick for AE crews is another issue of concern. Noninvasive
technologies to get relevant blood/gas status are obvious options for evaluation.

» Electrolytes: With an unstable casualty under intensive blood and fluid administration, elec-
trolyte problems may arise based on the amount of blood/fluid administration over time. If
the sodium (Na) and potassium (K) count can be determined in a limited electrolyte test, the
medical practitioners on board an AE mission can fairly accurately determine what kind and
amounts of fluids to administer, which may be a critical treatment (Category I) casualty data
input. This decision will be based on observation and monitors (pulse/blood pressure) and
test results over a few hours. These test results will also impact Category I data require-
ments (later treatment decision) at the next MTF. The attending physician can evaluate the
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test results and fluid administration to determine the next treatment and diagnosis. The ini-
tial evaluation of samples required appears feasible in the AE environment.

Hematocrit: The same rationale as for electrolytes applies to hematocrits for fluid and blood
administration, and as an indication of possible internal bleeding. This test is considered a
Category I and II casualty data requirement (immediate and later treatment decisions).
During the AMCLWG discussion, the electrolyte and hematocrit tests seemed to have more
application in the longer AE missions (more than 2 to 3 hours) than in the shorter tactical
missions. The initial evaluation of test sampling required appears feasible in tne AE
environment.

Blood Glucose: A casualty who may require insulin and/or who is in post-surgical condi-
tion requiring frequent blood glucose evaluation and, thus, is deemed unstable may be trans-
ported earlier if blood glucose tests are available. This test is fairly simple to perform and
allows direct therapy decisions. There is probably more application to the longer duration
AE missions, but scenarios can be generated in which casualties in the tactical AE mission
would be tested. This is considered both a Category I, II, and possibly III casualty data
requirement (immediate, later, and long-term treatment decisions).

Blood T&C: After discussion, blood T&C was not considered a variable casualty data
requirement. As blood T&C does not change, it was not a viable candidate for the AMCL.

: This is a simple test to perform, usually involving a color sensitive
stick for body fluids. Vomitus is a useful test to judge for internal bleeding. As this test is
a current event, it is considered useful in all AE mission scenarios (Tactical/Theater, and
Strategic). It was considered a Category I and II casualty data requirement (immediate and
later treatment decision) as it can influence in-flight fluid administration decisions and be
very useful information for the next MTF attending physician.

CSF Test: This is a simple stick color matching test to see if clear fluids are positive. If
so0, no immediate treatment decision will be affected, but certainly this information will be
important to the next attending physician. It was agreed this test has application for all AE
mission scenarios (Tactical/Theater, and Strategic). It is considered a Category II and III
casualty data requirement (later and long-term treatment decisions).

test was not considered appropriate or necessary in an AE mission. The CBC test should
be performed as needed in ground-based clinical laboratories prior to or just after the AE
mission to satisfy casualty data requirements.

: After discussion, these tests were
not considered appropriate for the AE mission as they can be done just prior to and/or just
after the AE mission to satisfy casualty data requirements.

Cholinesterase: This test is usually given to chemical warfare agent casualties as a diag-
nostic and treatment effectiveness casualty data requirement. However, this test was not
considered vitai for in-flight testing as other means of treatment decisions are available; this
test should be performed in the MTF ground based clinical laboratory. If the casualty
requires treatment based on a cholinesterase test/data result, that treatment can be prescribed
before the AE mission. Determination of cholinesterase in flight would not change the treat-
ment decision.
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CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS AND DIAGNOSTIC TESTS

Based on the results of establishing the casualty data requirements, prioritized categories, and
the preliminary diagnostic tests, and having the contractor acromedical team and the AMCLWG
evaluations, the list of casualty data requirements and diagnostic tests applicable to an AMCL
during aeromedical operations is shown in Table 1. This list formed the basis for evaluation of an
AMCL in the operational requirements analysis in Section 4.

TABLE 1. CASUALTY DATA REQUIREMENTS AND DIAGNOSTIC TESTS

Strategic AE

MASF Tactical/Theater ASF Mission
Blood Gases LI LII I, 11 1,1
Electrolyte I II I1I I, 11 I, 11
Hematocrit ILII I, 1I IL1I I II
Blood Glucose I, 11, II1 I, I1, OI I, II, III I, 11, 111
Occult Blood I II I, 1I I1I I, II
CSF 11, II1 I, I I1, 111 II, III

I - Immediate treatment decisions.
II - Later treatment decisions.
III - Long-term care treatment decisions.
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Section 4

OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS ANALYSIS FOR IN-FLIGHT AND FIELD PORTABLE
CLINICAL LABORATORY SUPPORT OF AE MISSIONS

This section addresses an operational requirements analysis for AMCL support of aeromedical
operations. The summary characterization of the AE system was presented in Section 2 with a
review and analysis of the casualty data requirements and diagnostic test presented in Section 3.
The operational mission analysis in this section shall briefly cover some applicable casualty genera-
tion data based on historical information, WARMED-WCD policy, and data from the U.S. Army
Academy of Health Sciences (AHS). As this is an unclassified effort, no classified sources were
used. The methodology is: (1) understand the rationale behind the casualty generation figures, (2)
use generic airbases or operational situations that resemble actual USAF operational missions,
(3) create attack scenarios based on unclassified sources, (4) generate casualties that flow through
USAF medical facilities into the aecromedical evacuation system, and (5) present a medically rele-
vant operational mission where an AMCL can be evaluated. The goal is to create scenarios in
which the casualty loads on the presented individual aeromedical mission will be as realistic as can
be forecast with some defensible basis. The operational scenario was prepared, presented to the
AMCL MRR in May 1990, and found to be acceptable in terms of realistic situations in which the
AMCL could be properly evaluated. The key questions to be answered by this section were the
same as presented in the AMCL MRR:

Does an AMCL help in casualty survival?

Does an AMCL help improve casualty care?

Is an AMCL useable in the operational environment of aeromedical evacuation?

Can the medical staff, skills, and time be made available to use an AMCL during aeromedi-
cal evacuation missions?

e & o

CASUALTY GENERATION

Under conventional wartime situations, casualties can be expected to have similar treatment
needs to those of past military conflicts. Based on historical data, injury, wounds, and nonbattle
related disease can be characterized with various degrees of confidence. Application of new con-
ventional weapons and levels of expected conflict can be somewhat factored into the equation. The
DoD and USAF have spent considerable effort developing casualty generation models and methods
that are very expensive and usually classified. That methodology was not planned in this effort
due to cost and need. The relevant operational evaluation was to combine a particular AE mission
with a casualty load to produce a series of medically relevant events in flight in which an AMCL
can be evaluated for effectiveness (i.e., a C-130 with 70 litter patients on board, 2-hour mission
duration, two full AE crews). To have some relevance, the contractor team used historical casualty
data from World War I1 (WWII), Korea, and Vietnam, and unclassified data from the U.S. Army
Academy of Health Sciences Total Army Analysis 90 (TAA90), which describes a conventional
conflict with air parity in 1990, as well as, Deployable Medical Systems (DEPMEDS) and
WARMED-WCD sources. Table 2 shows percent of distribution for anatomical location of
wounds for those killed, dying of wounds, and the living wounded for the U.S. Army in WWII,
Korea, and Vietnam. Table 3 presents DEPMEDS breakout of patients into major categories
covering a 30-day period for a 19-division NATO force. Table 4 lists the most critical life
threatening wartime injuries (TAA90). None of these tables of data include injury or trauma from
chemical warfare and/or nuclear radiation exposure. These threats are mentioned in the contract
background information; therefore, the chemical warfare casualties are included in the following
operational mission analysis.
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TABLE 2. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION FOR ANATOMICAL LOCATION OF WOUNDS

Head Neck Thorax Abdomen Extremities

wwiI

Killed 40 9 23 17 12

DOwW* 20 6 19 31 23

Wounded** 8 9 7 7 69
Korea

Killed 38 10 23 i4 11

DOWwW* 25 7 20 30 15

Wounded** 7 11 8 7 66
Vietham

Killed*** 34 8 41 10 7

Killed*** 46 8 34 7 5

DOWwW#* 46 8 34 7 5

Wounded*** 17 17 9 6 69

*  Dying of wounds.
**  Wounded who lived.
*%x* Pata from two different sources.

©Source: Carey, Michael E., Learning from traditional combat mortality and morbidity data used
in the evaluation of combat rnedxca] care. Militarv Medicine, Jan: 6-13, 1987. DEPMEDS
Policies/Guidelines Treatment Briefs, July 1987.

TABLE 3. PREDICTED NATO BREAKOUT OF CASUALTIES
INTO MAJOR INJURY CATEGORIES

Major Categories Percent of Admissions
Head 10.2
Maxillo-Facial 34
Eye/Ear Injuries 2.1
Spine 0.8
Upper Limbs 228
Thorax 15.7
Abdomen and Pelvis 17.7
Lower Limbs 312
Burns 37
Misc NBI 0.0
MFW (Multiple Fragment Wound) 21.8
Head/Cold 0.9
Surgical Diseases 4.6
Dermatological 2.1
Eye/Ear Diseases 1.1
Respiratory 25
Gastrointestinal 41
Cardiovascular 0.7
Sexually Transmitted Diseases 04
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TABLE 3. PREDICTED NATO BREAKOUT OF CASUALTIES
INTO MAJOR INJURY CATEGORIES (continued)

Major Categories Percent of Admissions
Genito-Urinary 1.0
Diseases-General 1.6
Neoplasms 0.0
Psychiatric 4.5
Combat Stress 33
Female Specific 1.3
Colostomy 8.5
Liver : 2.0
Amputation (upper limbs) 1.0
Amputation (lower limbs) 5.6
Vascular Repairs 6.9
Class I Hemorrhage 3.9
Class II Hemorrhage 13.0
Class IIl Hemorrhage 22.8
Class IV Hemorrhage 15.6

Source: DEPMEDS Policies/Guidelines Treatment Brief (unclassified), July 1987.
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TABLE 4. MOST CRITICAL (LIFE THREATENING) WARTIME
INJURIES IN PRIORITY ORDER

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax, soft tissue injury to upper limbs, and penetrating
wound of brain.

MFW brain and lower limbs requiring bilateral above knee amputations.

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax and limbs with fracture and vascular injury.

MFW abdomen and limbs with penetrating, perforating, perforating wound of colon and
open fracture, and neurovascular wound of salvageable lower limb.

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax, soft tissue injury to upper limbs, with abdomen, with
wound of colon.

Wound, face, jaws, and neck, open, lacerated with associated fractures, excluding spinal
fractures, severe--with airway obstruction.

MFW brain and chest with sucking chest wound and pneumohemothorax.

MFW abdomen and chest with multiple organ damage.

MFW abdomen, pelvis, limbs, with fracture and neurovascular injury, limb salvageable, and
penetrating wound, kidney.

MFW brain and abdomen with penetrating, perforating wound, colon.

Wound, lower leg, open, lacerated penetrating, perforating, with fracture and nerve/vascular
damage, limb salvageable.

Wound, face, jaws, and neck, open lacerated with associated fractures, excluding spinal frac-
tures, moderate--without airway obstruction.

Wound, thigh, open, lacerated, penetrating, perforating with fracture and nerve/vascular
injury, limb salvageable.

MFW, abdomen and limbs, without fracture or nerve injury, with penetrating wound of
liver.

Wound, thorax (anterior or posterior), open, penetrating, with associated rib fractures and
pneumohemothorax, acute, severe respiratory distress.
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16.

17.
18.

19.
20.

21.

22.
23.

24.
25.

26.
27.

28.
29.

30.
31
32.
33.
35.

36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

TABLE 4. MOST CRITICAL (LIFE THREATENING) WARTIME
INJURIES IN PRIORITY ORDER (continued)

Wound, upper arm, open with fractures and nerve injury, no vascular injury, arm
salvageable.

MFW brain and abdomen with penetrating, perforating wound, kidney.

Intracranial hemorrhage, spontaneous, nontraumatic, severe--comatose or semicomatose,
with possible respiratory distress without associated hematoma.

MFW brain and abdomen with shock and penetrating, perforating wound, liver.

Burn, thermal, full thickness, lower extremities, and genitalia, greater than 30 percent but
less than 40 percent of total body area involved.

Burn, thermal, full thickness, lower extremities, and genitalia, greater than 15 percent but
less than 30 percent of total body area.

Wound, shoulder girdle, open, with bone injury, severe--joint involvement.

Cerebral contusion with open skull fracture, severe--with intracranial fragments and/or
depressed skull fracture.

MFW brain and abdomen with shock and penetrating, perforating wound, spleen.

Wound, fingers, open, lacerated, contused, crushed, with fracture(s) of phalangeals,
requiring rehabilitation.

MFW abdomen, pelvis, limbs, without fracture or neurovascular injury, and penetrating, per-
forating wound, bladder.

MFW abdomen and lower limbs, with fracture and nerve injury, with penetrating wound of
spleen.

MFW brain and abdomen with penetrating, perforating wound, bladder.

Wound, lower leg, open, lacerated, penetrating, perforating, with fracture and nerve/vascular
injury, limb not salvageable.

Cerebral contusion, closed with depressed skull fracture, severe--with associated intracere-
bral hematoma and/or massive depression.

Wound, ankle/foot, toes, open, penetrating, perforating, with fractures and nerve/vascular
injury, limb salvageable.

Eye wound, lacerated, moderate--without retinal detachment or retinal injury, no foreign
body retained, without loss of vitreous fluid, patient has hyphema, eye salvageable.

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax and abdomen with penetrating wound, colon.

MFW with pneumohemothorax and abdomen with penetrating wound, spleen.

Cerebral contusion, closed, with intracranial hematoma, with or without nondepressed linear
skull fracture, severe--large hematoma (including epidural hematoma) with rapidly deterio-
rating comatose patient. A

Wound, thigh, open, lacerated, penetrating, perforating with fracture and nerve/vascular
injury, limb not salvageable.

Cerebral contusion, closed, with/without nondepressed linear skull fracture, severe--loss of
consciousness greater than 24 hours.

MFW chest with pneumohemcthorax and abdomen with penetrating, perforating wound,
liver.

Burn, thermal, full thickness, trunk, greater than 10 percent but less than 20 percent of total
body area involved.

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax, pelvis and abdomen, with wound of colon and
bladder.

Eye wound, severe--loss of intraocular fluid, with/without retinal detachment, eye not
salvageable.

MFW chest (with pneumohemothorax) and abdomen with penetrating perforating wound,
kidney.

Bum,ythcrma], full thickness, trunk, greater than 20 percent but less than 30 percent of total
body area involved.
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44,
4s.
46.
48.

49.
50.

TABLE 4. MOST CRITICAL (LIFE THREATENING) WARTIME
INJURIES IN PRTORITY ORDER (continued)

Wound, hand, open, lacerated, contused, crushed, with fracture(s), all cases--involving frac-
tures of carpals and/or metacarpals.

Wound, thorax (anterior or posterior), open penetrating, with associated rib fractures and
pneumohemothorax, moderate respiratory distress.

MFW chest with pneumohemothorax and abdomen with perforating wound, bladder.
Wound, shoulder girdle, open, with bone injury, moderate--no joint involvement.

Burn, thermal, partial thickness, lower extremities and genitalia, greater than 30 percent but
less than 4Q percent of total body area.

Wound, upper arm, open with fractures and nerve and vascular injury, arm nonsalvageable.
Bum, thermal, full thickness, upper extremities, greater than 10 percent but less than 20 per-
cent of total body area.

ANALYSIS OF AE MISSION SETTINGS IN PEACETIME AND WARTIME

The analysis process used includes the following:

Define a generic USAF airbase/installation.

Define an attack/operational scenario.

Establish a list of casualties.

Define the casualty loads for aeromedical evacuation.

Define and analyze the AE mission scenario with emphasis on medical utility of an AMCL
in terms of mission effectiveness.

The level of analysis performed and presented to the AMCL MRR included the operational sce-

narios presented below. The range of the resultant AE mission was designed to be comprehensive
in terms of workload and difficulty. This range of operational scenarios varied in casualty loads,
mission duration, and AE crew manning to provide an assessment of the onerational effectiveness
of an AMCL under various conditions of interest. These AE missions include both tactical/theater
and strategic missions.

Wartime
+ USAF Airbase #1 *AE Mission #1 2E103E C-130
USAFE Tactical Fighter Wing *AE Mission #2  2Eto4E C-130
*AE Mission #3 2E 10 3E C-130
*AE Mission #4 2Et0 3E C-130
« USAF Airbase #2 *AE Mission #3 2E to 3E C-130
USAFE Tactical Fighter Wing
» USAF Airbase/Installation #3 *AE Mission #5 3E to 4E C-130
USAFE 3E Hospital
* USAF Airbase/Installation #4 *AE Mission #6 4E 1o CONUS
USAF 4E Hospital CRAF 767
« USAF Airbase #5 AE Mission #7 Base to 4E C-130
+« USAF "Barebase” *AE Mission #8 Barebase to
Tactical Air Command (TAC) Unit Hospital C-141
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Peacetime

* Routine C-9A *AE Mission#9  Three Stops C-9A
Multistop to Regional
Hospital
e Overseas Disaster Relief *AE Mission #10 C-141 Evacuation
AE Mission #11 C-130 Evacuation

A review of the scenarios relevant to the conclusions of the analysis as agreed to at the AMCL
MRR is presented. The AE missions evaluated are marked with an asterisk (*).

USAF Airbase #1

« Description: A USAF tactical airbase with an assigned tactical fighter wing, air-to-ground/
ground attack mission with associated support units. Base population is 5000. Facilities
include semihardened and hardened facilities. Due to location and tactical situations, the
evacuation of casualties will require aeromedical evacuation from base level 2E to a 3E
MTF or 4E MTF as required.

» Attack Profile: Over a 24-hour period, Airbase #1 experiences a heavy enemy attack by air-
craft [bombs, rockets, cannon fire, air-to-surface guided missiles, and cluster bomb units
(CBUs) releasing bomblets and mines], by medium range ballistic missiles, and by
Spetznaz units. The combined heavy attack includes chemical weapons, but not nuclear
weapons. This is a severe attack with overall heavy casualties.

¢ Casualues:
Killed in Action 50
Missing in Action 25
Wounded in Action 248
Disease, Nonbattle Injury (DNBI) 297
Total 620
Actual Patients 545
Battle Injuries 248 DNBI 297
Workplace to 1E Died 50 0
Died 0
Returned to Duty 3 3
53 294
Moved to 2E 195 (Total 489) 294
Died 10 0
Returned to Duty 16 233
Patients to be Evacuated 169 59
Total - 228 casualties [10% suspected chemical warfare (CW) - 23]
(160 litter, 68 ambulatory) (90% nonchemical - 205)

+ Evacuation Profile: Over 24 hours post-attack, all 228 casualties are processed through a
MASEF into tactical AE missions as follows:
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Total  Casualty Breakout

a) AE Mission #1 C-130 70 70 litters
b) AE Mission #2  C-130 55 40 litters

15 ambulatory
¢) AEMission #3  C-130 35 20 litters

15 ambulatory
d) AE Mission #4  C-130 68 30 litters

38 ambulatory

Total 228

Mission Profile: 1 1/2-hour estimated time enroute (ETE) flying time from Airbase #1 to a
3E MTF airbase. Two full AE crews are assigned (ten total - four flight nurses and six
aeromedical technicians).

Casualty Load 70 Litters: All casualties are nonexpectant and are immediate or delayed
triage categories, no minimals. As this is the first AE load after the attack, these are the
most critical time-sensitive casualties who need priority medical and surgical care.

Description of Casualties (70 litter): Ten chemical casualties (all eye and respiratory
patients who are decontaminated, no liquid agent, no casualty wraps), three of ten are on
respirators when boarded.

a) Forty MFWs, 25 extremities, 6 head/neck, and 9 chest/abdomen.
b) Ten burns plus other injuries.

¢) Five open/closed fractures extremities and/or crush wounds.

d) Five concussive effects head/chest/abdomen.

Acromedical In-Flight Events:

-- At takeoff (T/O) + 20 Minutes: One casualty goes into cardiopulmonary arrest and
dies. One CW casualty not on respirator goes into respiratory distress and is put on
respirator with standard settings.

-- At T/O + 40 Minutes: One casualty becomes unconscious and is placed on respirator.
If time permits, all respirator patients are given AMCL blood gas test to check for respi-
rator effectiveness. If required, changes in respirator settings are based on AMCL
blood gas test.

Medical Summary: All CW patients will require intensive monitoring for respiratory condi-

tion. Give AMCL blood gas test if time permits. If time permits, patients with chest

wounds can also have AMCL blood gas test to evaluate respirator condition. Hematocnt
and electrolytes not required in a 1 1/2-hour mission.
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Due to the heavy to heroic workload, the AE crew's strategy for primary treatment and care is
through expert observation and by monitoring equipment. The AMCL blood gas test is medically
useful for casualty care, but due to the 1 1/2-hour mission duration, it is secondary to expert
observation.

Mission Profile: 3 1/2 hours of flight time from Airbase #1 direct to a 4E MTF. Two AE
crews are assigned (total of ten).

Casualty load 55: Forty litters and 15 ambulatory.
Description of Casualties:

a) Thirteen CW casualties (five litter, eight ambulatory), two are on respirators with no
CW casualty wraps.

b) Twenty MFWs, four chest/abdomen, three head, 13 extremities.
¢) Five bumns.

d) Five open/closed fractures/extremities/crush wounds.

e) Seven ambulatory (three burns, four upper extremities).
Acromedical Flight Events:

-- At T/O + 45 Minutes: One CW ambulatory casualty goes into respiratory distress and
requires a litter and respirator. Using the AMCL blood gas test, adjust respirator
settings on this new CW casualty and on the two boarded CW patients who are on
respirators. If settings are changed, recheck respirator effectiveness via AMCL blood
gas test 30 to 45 minutes later.

-- T/O + 1 + 30: Mission now has three CW casualties on respirators. Recheck the effec-
tiveness of respirator settings by using AMCL blood gas test. Adjust respirators as
required, then recheck adjustments in 30 to 45 minutes. Check blood gases of the four
chest injuries not on respirators by AMCL blood gas test to evaluate respiratory condi-
tions and evaluate for respirators as required.

Medical Summary: AE Mission #2 is 3 1/2 hours. With a slightly reduced casualty load,
workload may permit more extensive medically effective use of blood gas tests to evaluate
casualty care and treatment. A hematocrit test in a 3-hour mission is not required, but casu-
alties with multiple bags of fluids and/or blood should be tested for hematocrit, if possible,
before AE mission to baseline their status. The same is true with electrolytes on the bumn
casualties. Occult blood and CSF test can be performed for Categories II and III patient
data requirements (later and long-term treatment). Neither test should affect treatment/care
decisions in flight. Blood glucose test can be performed as required by medical circum-
stances for in-flight care and patient data requirements.

A\E Mission #3: Code Name "TAC MULTIPLE STOP"

Mission Profile: C-130 mission of 6 1/2 hours enroute from Airbase #1 to Airbase #2 to
pick up additional casualties, then to Airbase #3 to a 3E MTF. Breakout of profile is ETE
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Airbase #1 to Airbase #2 - 2 hours, 1 1/2-hour ground time; then from Airbase #2 to Air-
base #3, 3 hours.

Casualty Load:
Airbase #1 to Airbase #2 20 litters
13 ambulatory
Subtotal 35
Airbase #2 to Airbase #3/3E MTF 18 litters
Total 53

(38 litters and 15 ambulatory)

Description of Casualties: First leg of mission, 20 litter casualties and 15 ambulatory,
includes:

Twenty litter casualties as follows:

a) Ten MFW - 2 head/neck, 6 extremities, 2 chest/abdomen.
b) Two bum patients.

¢) Four extremities fractures/crush injuries.

d) Four closed/head/chest/abdomen.

Fifteen ambulatories as follows:

a) Five extremities.

b) Five psychological.

c) Three MFWs (eyes/hands).
d) Two minors.

Second leg of mission, 18 litter casualties:

a) Nine MFWs,

b) Two closed concussive.
c) Five bums.

d) One dehydration.

¢) One extremity crushed.

No chemical warfare casualties.

Acromedical Flight Events: Leg #1, two litters with chest injuries from Airbase #1 are on
respirators.

-- T/O + 45 Minutes: Recommend that AE crew perform an AMCL blood gas test on two
litters with respirators to confirm respirator settings. If necessary, adjust respirator
settings based on test results, and recheck via blood gas test at 45 minutes elapsed time.

-- T/O + 1 Hour: One other chest wound goes into respiratory distress. This casualty is
placed on a respirator and the respirator settings are checked via AMCL gas test in
15 minutes. The respirator settings are adjusted as necessary and rechecked over
45-minute intervals until casualty is stabilized.

-- T/O + 1 + 30: Two burn casualties have had significant fluid administration since
injuries occurred. AE medical crews should check electrolytes via an AMCL test at
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1 + 30 just before landing at Airbase #2, so additional fluids in quantity and type can be
supplied at Airbase #2 as required.

-- T/O + 1 +30: Two MFW litter casualties have received significant quantities of blood
and fluids. The AE medical crew should check hematocrit with an AMCL test at 1 + 30
just before landing to see if blood resupply requirements need to be met at Airbase #2.

-- Landing at Airbase #2: It is recommended that all casualties on respirators or with
identified chest wounds be given blood gas AMCL test to confirm their status/stability
prior to departure on next leg of this AE mission.

Leg #2 - Takeoff from Airbase #2 enroute to 3rd Echelon MTF. Events enroute
include:

a) Heart Attack (Myocardial Infarction): No AMCL requirement.

b) Blood Gases: AE medical crews should check all respiratory distressed casualties
at takeoff plus 1 hour. If the casualties are stable, no additional blood gas tests are
required. If respirators are reset due to blood gas test results, then recheck at
45 minutes. Those casualties who had severe wounds and chest wounds should be
checked by AMCL hematocrit test at takeoff plus 30 to 45 minutes to evaluate the
need to provide blood and/or fluids. The same is true for the burn casualties in
relation to performing an AMCL electrolyte test at T/O plus 1 hour for specific fluid
administration decisions. CSF test should be performed on leaking head wounds
for Category II patient data requirements (later treatment). The same is true for
occult blood test on two patients who vomit in-flight. No treatment decision
in-flight on outcome of tests for CSF or occult blood, but these test results are very
useful for Category 1l patient data requirement (later treatment decisions).

Medical Summary: AE Mission #3 demonstrates that tactical missions longer than
1-3 hours have reasonable medical rationale for an AMCL if workload permits. In this
operational scenario of a multileg 6 1/2-hour mission, blood gas determination will have an
emergency treatment and preventive treatment benefit to those casualties who are in respira-
tory distress, develop respiratory distress in flight, or who have chest wounds where
Pproper respiration can be impaired. Hematocrit and electrolytes are now effective tests due
to the lengthy period of time involved with burn casualties and MFW casualties where sig-
nificant amounts of blood and/or fluids have been given and are being given. The lab tests
given just prior to transfer into the AE system become less reliable for treatment care deci-
sions as time passes. Good medical care indicates that both hematocrit and electrolytes can
be effective AMCL lab tests on longer missions if casualties' medical conditions dictate.
The CSF and occult blood tests are very useful information for the next attending physi-
cian, but will not impact in-flight care and treatment decisions. Blood glucose can be used
if the medical situation dictates and can affect the treatment and care decision, but even on
6-hour missions, this is not normally a critical treatment problem.

USAF Airbasc #2

Description: A USAF tactical airbase, communication center, logistics support base. Base
population is 7,000; facilities include semihardened and hardened shelters. Due to the base
location and tactical situation, a majority of the casualties can be moved by ground transpor-
tation; however, the base can support tactical AE of casualties as required.

Attack Profile: Over a 24-hour period, Airbase #2 experiences light to medium attacks
using bombs, rockets, air-to-surface missiles, cannon fire, CBUs with bomblets and
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mines, by surface-to-surface missiles and by Spetznaz command units using small arms
and mortars. No chemical or biological warfare attacks have been detected. This is con-
sidered a light to medium attack.

+ Casualties:
Killed in Action 67
Missing in Action 4
Wounded/Injured In Action 271
Nonbattle Injury and Iliness 135
Total Casualties into Base Medical System (Over 24 to 36 Hours) 406
406 Casualties at 1E: Returned to Duty 33
Killed in Action (Died in 1E) 2
371 Casualties in Triage-2E Medical Facilities: Returned to Duty 82
Killed in Action (Diedin2E)  _2
Casualties Requiring Evacuation to 3E/4E Facilities 287

» Evacuation Profile: Of the 287 casualties requiring evacuation to a 3E MTF, 269 are
transported by ground transportation, while 18 are evacuated by tactical AE on AE Mission
#3, second leg, as described earlier.

USAF Installarion/Airbase #3
» Description: A USAF 3E MTF near a servicing airbase capable of AE missions. The AE

mission is to move casualties from the 3E MTF through an ASF to a 4E MTF using tactical
AE aircraft.

» Mission Profile: A 3-hour C-130 AE mission from an airbase near the 3E MTF to an air-
base near the 4E MTF. Two full AE crews are assigned. Casualties may not be fully
stabilized, but most will have had stabilization care, removing some of the casualty status
uncertainty. Casualty medical records, 3E clinical laboratory results, and physician
treatment/care directions accompany the casualties.

o Casualty Load: Sixty, made up as 40 litter and 20 ambulatory casualties.
» Description of Casualty Load:
Forty litter casualties as follows:
a) Ten chemical warfare, plus other injuries, four of whom are on respirators.
b) Twelve post-operative with chest/abdomen wounds.
¢) Six burn casualties.
d) Five fractures of extremities with splints or casts.

e) Five head/eye injuries.
f) Two medical, one heart, one other.
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Twenty ambulatory casualtes as follows:

a) Fifteen reated MFW extremities.

b) Two eye injuries.

¢) Two burns on arms/hands/upper body.
d) One medical.

Estimated workload on the AE crew for this mission is medium to heavy.
Acromedical In-Flight Events:

-- At T/O + 30 Minutes: A CW casualty goes into respiratory distress and requires a
respirator. Thirty minutes later, the AE medical crew will perform a blood gas AMCL
test to check for respirator effectiveness; adjust respirator settings as required; and then
recheck blood gases 30 to 45 minutes later for respirator settings.

-- At T/O + 1 Hour: Clear fluid is noted leaking from the ear canal of one casualty. An
AMCL CSF test is performed for Category II or III patient data requirement (later and
long-term treatment data). No in-flight treatment decision based on this test.

-- At T/O + 1 +30: One casualty appears pale and weak. A blood glucose AMCL detects
low blood sugar. Treatment is administered to casualty based on this test.

-- AtT/O + 1+ 30: Two CW casualties on respirators are given blood gas AMCL tests as
ordered by the 3E MTF physician in the casualty medical records to check on respirator
effectiveness. Minor changes in respirator settings are made based on AMCL blood
gas test results.

-- At T/O plus 2 + 00: Two casualties vomit, and AMCL occult blood tests are given. No
treatment decision is made, but test results are recorded for Category II and III casualty
data requirements (later and long-term treatment decisions). One burn casualty is given
an AMCL electrolyte test to monitor fluid status, as per physician boarding instructions.
No in-flight treatment decision is required if test results are within subscribed limits,
but results are entered in casualty medical records as a Category II or Category III (later
and long-term) casualty data requirements.

Medical Summary: Blood gas tests will be needed only for emergency treatment condi-
tions, as the casualties will have been much more stabilized and medical trends established.
However, the AMCL capability on board this mission enables an earlier evacuation deci-
sion by the physician, freeing up needed bed space at the 3E MTF. Hematocrit and electro-
lyte AMCL tests will not normally be required on this 3-hour mission; 3E clinical lab tests
on these areas can be performed just prior to evacuation. These data should normally be
sufficient for the casualty to be safely moved to the 4E MTF. Again, an earlier decision to
evacuate can be made, knowing these AMCL tests are available. The CSF, occult blood,
and glucose tests normally will not influence treatment decisions in flight, but will provide
a safety margin for an earlier decision to evacuate to 4E MTF; Category II and III casualty
data requirements can then be met in flight.

USAF Installation #4

Description: A 4E MTF and nearby airbase to handle incoming tactical AE mission and
outgoing strategic AE mission to CONUS. Additionally, an ASF is to service the mis-
sions. The AE mission is to move casualties from this 4E MTF through the ASF to a
CONUS MTF using strategic AE aircraft.
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Mission Profile: A strategic AE mission using a CRAF 767 from the airbase near the 4E
MTF to an airbase near a CONUS MTF. Two full AE crews are assigned to this mission.
Mission duration is 10 hours. Casualties are deemed reasonably stable for the 24-hour bed-
to-bed evacuation policy criteria removing much medical uncertainty. Casualty treatment/
care directions by physicians come on board with definitive casualty medical records. Spe-
cialized medical supplies, such as casualty specific blood and fluids as well as respirators,
are supplied for this mission.

Casualty Load: 120 casualties made up as 90 litter and 30 ambulatory.

Description of Casualty Load:

Ninety litter casualties as follows:

a) Twenty CW plus other injuries, six are on respirators.

b) Thirty post operative chest/abdomen. One on respirator and physiological monitor,
three on insulin profiles, three on cardiac monitors.

c¢) Fifteen burns, plus other injuries.

d) Twelve extremity fractures.

e) Twelve head/eye injuries.

f) One MFW plus other injuries on a respirator and physiological monitor.

Thirty ambulatory as follows:

a) Fifteen upper body extremities injuries.
b) Five medical.

c) Five eye injuries.

d) Five psychological.

Estimated workload assessment on AE crews is medium to heavy workload.

Aeromedical In-Flight Events:

T/O + 2 Hours: One burn casualty who is not on a respirator goes into emergency
respiratory failure. This casualty is put on a respirator. Within 30 to 45 minutes, this
casualty 1s given an AMCL blood gas test to determine respiratory condition and
respirator setting effectiveness. Respirator is reset as required, and casualty is given
another blood gas check 1 to 2 hours later to confirm respirator effectiveness.

T/O + 4 Hours or on Physician Boarding Medical Orders: Perform a routine AMCL
blood gas test on all casualties on respirators to evaluate respirator effectiveness.

T/O + 4: One MFW casualty goes into unstable Disseminating Intravascular Coagulo-
pathy (DIC). Perform a hematocrit AMCL test and administer blood as required.
Perform glucose AMCL test on post-operative casualties or insulin profiles on a 4-hour
sliding scale from last glucose clinical laboratory test.

T/O + 6: Perform AMCL electrolyte test at 8-hour intervals, starting with time of last
4E clinical lab test. The burn patients with a history of significant fluid administration
probably will have boarding instructions to perform AMCL electrolyte tests to monitor
their status; record results for Category II and III patient data requirements.
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General Requirement: Perform AMCL occult blood and CSF test as required for casualties
who vomit (or other body fluids as required) or have leaking head wounds (nasal or ear
passages). These tests are for Category II and III (later or long-term) casualty data
requirements.

Medical Summary: A long strategic AE mission will benefit greatly from an AMCL capa-
bility due to the combination of mission duration and types of casualties on board. The
AMCL capability will enhance an earlier decision to evacuate casualties to the CONUS,
making available critical wartime theater bed space, improving morale of the casualties, and
providing long-term care and administration of these casualties. The AMCL blood gas,
hematocrit, electrolyte, and blood glucose tests all have direct medical immediate treatment
and care decision needs and requirements, while the occult blood, CSF, and even possibly
PTT, will influence Category II and III (later and long-term) casualty treatment decisions.
The ability to get biological samples for the AMCL tests is somewhat better in the strategic
AE mission rather than the tactical AE mission, but is still more restricted than the hospital
setting.

USAF Airbase #6

Description: A USAF-deployed unit operating barebase for a limited action, nondeclared
war engagement. Two tactical fighter squadrons plus communications, logistics, security,
and medical units are deployed. The medical unit is a 100-bed Air Transportable Hospital
(ATH). Total base population is 1250 personnel.

Attack profile: Over 24 hours, Airbase #6 experiences ground attack by artillery, large
rockets, sapper/commando units, and some regular ground forces using small arms, rocket
propelled grenades (RPG), mortars, and some limited CW agents. Attack is light to
medium, with light casualties.

Casualties:
Killed in Action 7
Missing in Action 5
Wounded/Injured In Action 72
Nonbattle Injury and Illness ' 85
Total _ 169
Actual Casualties (Total - KIA, MIA) 157
Battle Injuries 72 Disease, Nonbattle Injury 85
Died at 1E 5 0
Returned to Duty 18 46
49 39
Moved to Medical Facilities
Total 88 49 39
Died 2 0
Returned to Duty 11 15
36 24
Casualties to be Evacuated 60 ( 19 ambulatory, 41 litter)
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Evacuation Profile: All 60 casualties are to be evacuated by C-141 directly to a USAF
Regional Overseas Hospital. A C-141 aircraft is used for the AE mission. Mission
duration is 6 1/2 hours. Two full AE crews are assigned.

Description of Casualties: 60 Total (41 litter, 19 ambulatory)
Forty-one litter as follows:

a) Ten emergency stabilization surgical cases post-operative chest/abdomen. Two are
on respirators and four on cardiac monitors.

b) Eight burns.

¢) Eleven head/eye injuries.

d) Seven extremities fractures/wounds.

e) Five MFWs, 2 on respirators/monitors.

Nineteen ambulatories as follows:

a) Nine extremities wounds/fractures upper body.
b) Five medical.

¢) Two psychological.

d) Three head/eye injuries.

Aecromedical In-Flight Events:

-- T/O +1 Hour: Two casualties go into respiratory distress. They are put on respirators,
and 30 to 45 minutes later are given AMCL blood gas tests to evaluate respirator effec-
tiveness. They are rechecked with an AMCL blood gas test every 45 minutes until
stabilized. Based on physician boarding medical orders, all other casualties on respira-
tors are given AMCL blood gas tests to evaluate respiratory condition. If test results
require re: pirator setting changes, then AMCL blood gas tests are repeated every
45 minutes to reevaluate casualty until the patient is stabilized.

-- T/O +2 + 30: Two MFW casualties go unstable. AMCL hematocrit tests are given and
blood is administered based on these test results. One burn casualty is given an AMCL
electrolyte test based on physician boarding medical orders. Appropriate fluids are
administered based on test results.

-- T/O + 4: All post-operative casualties are given glucose tests if time permits. These
casualties are checked every 4 hours on a sliding scale from last clinical laboratory test
performed.

-- T/O +5: Two casualties are tested for occult blood and CSF using AMCL tests. Test
results data are recorded in medical records as a Category II or III data requirement
(later or long-term).

Medical Factors: The AMCL capability will enable earlier casualty evacuation from this
barebase combat situation due to the improved casualty care and treatment decision capa-
bility on the AE aircraft. Overall care of casualties is improved by the AMCL capability for
immediate, later, and long-term casualty care requirements.
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Stateside (Peacetime) C-9A A fical Missi
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(Note: For purposes of this report, casualties are called patients in the peacetime
environment.)

Description: This is a routine C-9A multiple base preplanned mission to pick up patients
from several USAF medical facilities in order to move them to a USAF Regional Hospital
for medical care.

AE Mission Profile: Starting at Airbase A with five patients, ETE is 1 + 30 to Airbase B
where 10 patients are loaded in a 1-hour ground time. The ETE to Airbase C is 1 hour and
five patients are loaded at Airbase C with a 1-hour ground time. The ETE from Airbase C
to Airbase D serving the USAF Regional Hospital is 1 hour. Total ETE including ground
time is 5 1/2 hours with a total patient load of 20 at the end (12 litter and 8 ambulatory).

Description of Patients (20 total, 12 litter and 8 ambulatory, by mission leg):

a) Leg#l, Stotal:

3 liver 2 ambulatory
1 fracture 2 medical

1 burn

1 cardiac

b) Leg#2, 10 total:

2liter

1 burn 3 medical

1 cardiac or monitor 1eye

3 medical illness 1 upper extremity injury
on fluids

c) Leg#3,5 total:

4 linter
2 medical , 1 medical
2 fractures

Aeromedical In-Flight Events:
Leg #1 and Leg #3 - no significant medical events.

Leg #2, T/O + 30 Minutes: One litter patient on a cardiac monitor goes into respiratory
distress. Patient is put on respirator and given AMCL blood gas test 15 minutes later to
evaluate respirator effectiveness. Patient stabilizes and continues on mission.

Medical Summary: In wartime conditions, an overriding decision is to evacuate as soon as
possible to enable more definitive care and to free needed bed space at lower echelons of
care. This sense of urgency is lacking somewhat in a peacetime C-9A normal AE mission.
The absolute requirement for an AMCL can be reduced by the ability to make better
decisions on stability prior to patient evacuation; by the ability to better preplan patient
loads, associated medical equipment, AE crew size, including a physician if needed, and
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detailed medical instructions for in-flight care; and by the ability to divert rapidly to handle
emergency patient care events. However, medical expertise agreed that not every situation
can be preplanned, and having an AMCL capability on board will enhance overall medical
care for in-flight contingencies on C-9A evacuation missions. Some earlier evaluation
decisions on critically ill or injured patients will be possible with an AMCL on board.

. Di Relief

Description: There has been a major natural disaster in an overseas friendly country. The
U.S. decides to provide major relief and medical support for emergency medical care. The
operations plan calls for the use of USAF aircraft to evacuate non-English speaking patients
from the disaster site to an overseas civilian airfield near a major civilian medical center.
C-130 and C-141 aircraft will move patients via an MASF setup near a deployed Air Trans-
portable Hospital that is used for triage, emergency treatment, and surgical stabilization as
required.

# -14

Mission profile: A 2-hour mission with 90 non-English speaking patients on board. Two
full AE crews are assigned, plus two USAF physicians.

Description of 90 Patients (50 litter and 40 ambulatory):
Fifty litter as follows:

a) Thirty fractures.
b) Ten burn, plus other injuries.
¢) Ten medical illness.

Forty ambulatory as follows:

a) Fifteen head/eye injuries.
b) Ten upper extremities.
¢) Fifteen medical illness.

The AE crew workload is estimated to bé very heavy.

Aeromedical In-Flight Events: In this set of circumstances, the use of an AMCL will be
extended into the ground based MTF and MASF as well as in the aircraft.

-- T/O + 30 Minutes: AMCL blood glucose tests are given to nine patients who become
unstable for unknown reasons.

-- T/O + 1 Hour: Several patients have respiratory distress and are placed on respirators
based on personal expert medical observation. Due to workload conditions and
probable patient fear of taking samples, blood gas tests normally will not be performed
unless absolutely necessary. Probability of patient survival using preselected respirator
settings over the 2-hour ETE is good, reducing the need for definitive blood gas test
results.

Medical Summary: An AMCL will have significant operational use in this environment,
both for ground-based and aircraft medical assets. It appears that blood type and cross-
match, hematocrit, and electrolytes will be needed in the ground medical units and probably
not in flight, due :o the short 2- to 3-hour missions. Blood glucose and blood gases poten-
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tially will be very useful tests for in-flight care of patients during immediate care
(Category I) patient data requirements for immediate treatment decisions. If AE missions
last over 3 hours, then AMCL capability for the in-flight system should be considered.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The assumption for casualty data requirements was presented in order of priority in Section 3
and was as follows:

* Category I:  Data needed to make an jinmediate treatment decision.
e Category II: Data needed that may influence Jater treatment decisions.

 Category III: Data needed for Jong-term care and administration of casualties,
The data for these categories of casualty care decisions are as follows:

* Expert Personal Observation
» Physiological/Medical Monitoring
*  Clinical Laboratory Data

In the last set, Clinical Laboratory Data, the AMCL would fit as a major category of data input
for casualty care decisions in an AE environment. The set of factors important to evaluate the
effectiveness of an AMCL was determined to be as follows:

* Need the Data for a Treatment Decision
» The Therapeutic Alternative is There to Implement the Treatment Decision
»  Staff/Skill/Time are Available

Need the Data for a T Decisi
As shown in Figure 3, the integrated set of relevant casualty data comes from:

» Expert Personal Observation by Medically Trained Personnel: In the AE mission environ-
ment, trained personnel usually means flight nurses and/or AE technicians. Although medi-
cal observation by these skilled personnel is important, it can be safely stated that it will not
be as good as observation by a trained physician. It also will be degraded somewhat by the
AE aircraft environment of confined space, poor lighting, bandages, etc., and the condition
of the casualty. Certainly a CW casualty wrap will make personal observation a most diffi-
cult diagnostic test. More weight generally can then be given to physiological/medical moni-
tors and clinical lab results under certain environmental and assigned crew conditions.
Again, this is not to degrade the importance of the vital medical input of expert personal
observations, but to share it in context with other medical casualty data sources.

 Physiological/Medical Monitors: This is a valuable set of casualty data, but restricted in
completeness in the range of specific medical conditions it covers. The use of physiologi-
cal monitors in the AE environment is also sometimes difficult due to density of casualty
loads and available time to monitor the information. The use of this data source is a multi-
plier if it can be combined with personal observation and clinical lab data.

 Clinical Laboratory Data: Provide excellent data on the tests’ specific applicable conditions
of the casualty and are relatively current. Coupled with personal observation and-physio-
logical monitors, it can provide vital data for immediate treatment decisions. It also can
confirm the accuracy of treatment decisions based on other factors. Certainly a casualty
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who is gbserved to go into respiratory distress and has abnormal physiological monitor
inputs can be put on a respirator based on these two inputs alone. However, the need to
confirm the effectiveness of the respirator in terms of frequency, tidal volume, and percent
of oxygen can only be made accurately with some blood gas data. Clinical lab tests for
hematocrit and electrolytes will show vital abnormal results for treatment decisions before
abnormalities are visually observed or are displayed on physiological monitors. Chemical
lab tests mean overall improvement in the opportunity to increase casualty care and possibly
survival in the AE environment.

Obviously, there is little need to do an electrolyte test on a casualty if the treatment decision
based on this test result is specific fluid administration and no such fluids are available. The same
is true for a hematocrit test or even a blood gas test. As the priority need for this information in an
AE environment is to impact immediate treatment decisions, this factor is very important. The
medical treatment method and supplies should be available to implement the treatment decision
based on a test result. If the test is to create patient data for a later or long-term treatment, care and
administration of the casualty, then the appropriate test can be performed and the data properly
recorded if the AE crewmember's time is available to perform the test.

Avail in

This factor is an important one for both pro and con discussion of the utility of an AMCL in an
AE environment. The items affecting availability are the mission environment, mission length,
type of aircraft, load and condition of casualties, numbers of AE crewmembers on board (ratio of
crew to casualty), workload factors, AE crew training and experience (especially in taking
necessary samples for AMCL tests and reading and interpreting test results, etc.), and medical
equipment and supplies on board. If several casualties require treatment at the same time, the head
of the AE medical crew must decide if the time and staff are available for AMCL type tests and in
what priority. This decision holds true for any emergency medical care situation; however, the
conclusion reached is that it should not limit the equipment or testing methodologies that could be
used for the best casualty care possible if the skill, staff, and time are available.

Summary of Factors Influencing the Lulity of an AMCL
The following factors will influence the utility of an AMCL:

a) Type of aeromedical aircraft used (i.e., C-130, C-141, C-9A, CRAF 767, MD-80).

b) Type of mission flown (tactical, strategic, peacetime, wartime).

¢) Mission duration/ETE.

d) Numbers, conditions and stability of casualties on board.

e) Numbers of AE crewmembers on board, including nurses, medical technicians, and
physicians.

f) Workload conditions/factors for the AE crewmembers.

g) Medical treatment equipment and supplies available.

h) Types, numbers, and methods of collecting necessary AMCL samples.

i) Need for the AMCL generated data for a treatment decision (Category I, II, or III
patient data requirements).

j) Can the AMCL generated casualty data be properly recorded?

k) Will the treatment decision improve casualty care, treatment, survival, and
administration?

All of these analyses and factors will impact the AMCL preliminary design criteria found in
Section 5.
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Conclusion

The conclusion reached after completion of the mission analysis as presented so far in this
report and as agreed to by the contractor teams, AMCLWG, and the representatives at the AMCL
MRR, is that the concept of an in-flight field portable laboratory is valid and should be further
developed as a technological option. The AMCL will enhance the effectiveness of the USAF AE
mission by improving the opportunity for better survival, care, and treatment of casualties and
patients who enter the system. Certainly, the AMCL system must be carefully designed, tested and
validated before becoming operational, but there remain numerous issues to be resolved.
The next step will be to evaluate the current state of clinical laboratory equipment and technology to
an AMCL as presented in Section 6. The next recommended technology step is to develop a
specification for the development of an AMCL for feasibility testing and evaluation.
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Section 5
AMCL PRELIMINARY DESIGN CRITERIA

Based on the results of the analysis and the factors concerning the utility of an AMCL as pre-
sented in Section 4, the contractor team and AMCLWG arrived at the following preliminary design
criteria foran AMCL. The preliminary design criteria were used as a starting point by the Univer-
sity of Texas at San Antonio in their literature and technology survey and systems design analysis.
The preliminary design criteria presented in this report were reviewed and accepted by the AMCL
MRR.

AMCL PERFORMANCE
The performance preliminary design parameters for an AMCL were as follows:
+ Tactical AE mission, short flight, 0 to 3 hours.
» Tactical AE mission, long flight, 3 to 8 hours.
 Strategic AE mission, up to 24 hours bed-to-bed for the casualty.

* Wartime versus peacetime conditions are a design consideration due to types of casualties/
patients which the AE system will handle.

» Stateside versus overseas conditions are a design consideration because stateside missions
usually can divert to handle casualty/patient emergencies more readily than overseas
missions.

R ied AMCL Di T

Blood Gases
Hematocrit
Electrolytes
Blood Glucose
CSF

Occult Blood

PTT and BUN were considered and discussed; cost/difficulty factors should be evaluated in the
final AMCL specification.

AMCL Test Data Standards
The following are needed:

Have direct readout capability.

Have direct recording capability for records purposes with little acion by AMCL operator.
Be casualty/patient specific.

Be automatic as possible, i.e., put in sample, test, get readout results.

Be accurate.

Be simple to read by AE crewmembers.

Be available through a standard computer port.

e o & o o o o
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AMCL TEST SAMPLES

A problem with a clinical laboratory on board an AE aircraft is taking, handling, storing, con-
trolling, and disposing of samples for the test in this environment. The preliminary design criteria
for samples are as follows:

» Noninvasive is the preferred method of testing whenever possible.
» If invasive sample« are required, the sample siz. should be as small as possible.

« The sampling technique should be uncomplicated; it should not compromise safety for both
the casualty/patient and the AE crewmember.

AMCL PHYSICAL PROPERTIES PRELIMINARY DESIGN CRITERIA

The following AMCL physical properties were based on the mission analysis, AMCLWG
inputs, and the MRR.

Size and Weight

The AMCL dimensions should not exceed two litter spaces. The AMCL should not exceed the
maximum weight and portability considerations for AE litter supports. AE crewmembers are
expected to carry the AMCL on board the aircraft and install it in the aircraft.

Durability/Vulnerability/Envi IF

The AMCL should be able to withstand normal handling and stress in the operational environ-
ment of intended use, including normal ground and in-flight handling without damaging or
degrading the equipment's capabilities. The AMCL shall be safe to operate in the aircraft environ-
ment. It shall resist the forces of electromagnetic interference (EMI), impact, and vibration, as well
as the hazards of chemical exposure, vapors, flammables, explosives, and pyrotechnics. The
AMCL must operate in unfavorable environmental conditions of temperature, dust, humidity, rain,
snow, wind, etc.

\ MCL Calibration F.
Calibration of the AMCL should be uncomplicated without requiring special equipment. Cali-
bration should not be affected by unfavorable mission conditions. Ideally, the AMCL should not

require recalibration once installed for an AE mission until that AE mission is complete. The
AMCL should activate a visual or audible signal when calibration falls below tolerance levels.

AMCL Modular Concept

The AMCL should have modular components; selected modules can be used in flight without
powering-up the whole system. The ability to centrally locate the AMCL on the aircraft with
casualty/patient samples brought to this central location for processing must be traded off against
taking the appropriate module to the casualty/patient site and performing the test there. This modu-
lar design should enable either operational methodology to be used for specific mission or casualty
situations. The AMCL design must be compatible with all AE aircraft (C-9A, C-130, C-141,
CRAF 767, and CRAF MD-80).
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AMCL P { Safety Criteri

The AMCL electrical specifications must be compatible with all AE mission aircraft. There
should be a backup power system to prevent power interruptions or to maintain self-contained
capability during stop-overs when aircraft power may be shut down or interrupted. The AMCL
should not pose physical, electrical, fire, or chemical hazard to AE personnel, should not interfere
with ai or ground equipment, and should be safe to operate.

Human Ensineering and Trainine Criteri

The AMCL should be designed for human factors/engineering in the environment where it will
be used in accordance with Military Standard (MIL-STD)-1472C and appropriate design
handbooks. The training required to operate an AMCL shall be included in the Aeromedical
Evacuation Technician and Flight Nurse Courses, in on-the-job training, and in recurring training
levels. The AMCL shall be designed to be operated by one person. All certified AE crewmembers
shall be AMCL qualified.

Mai Logistics/Supply Criteri

The AMCL should be self-contained for operation with redundancy engineered in identified
mission specific AMCL test capability. The unit should not require service, supply, recalibration,
or maintenance during AE flight operations.

s MCL Reliabilitv and Mai Criter

The AMCL unit should not fail during any AE mission. It should have built-in redundancy to
reduce the frequency of failure. No single test capability failure should totally disable the unit.
The unit should be maintainable by USAF personnel, and not be required to be returned to the
factory for recalibration, resupply, or normal maintenance.

SUMMARY
The AMCL preliminary design criteria presented in Section 5 are based on operational missions

requirements analyses, casualty/patient data requirements, and associated diagnostic tests. These
areas are amplified and detailed in Section 6, Systems Requirements Analysis.
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Section 6
SYSTEMS REQUIREMENTS ANALYSIS
This section shall present a systems requirements analysis that includes the following:

» Literature and technology survey to determine the available equipment and technology to
satisfy the operational requirements for the AMCL.

* Based on the above, take the preliminary design criteria as presented in Section 5, identify
current and near-term equipment and technologies that may be used in an AMCL.

Expertise was gathered from many sources to conduct this analysis including systems analysts
and aeromedical consultants from SRL; mechanical and electrical engineers and an aerospace physi-
ologist from UTSA; and, most important, a dedicated group of USAF aeromedical nurses, techni-
cians, and biomedical engineers. Each of these participants was essential to this study and the
results are a testament to their efforts.

To compile this section, it was necessary to develop an understanding of the potential applica-
tions for clinical equipment as outlined in previous sections of this report. This new insight led to
the designation of such equipment as being eligible for inclusion in an AMCL. Contractor team
members visited USAF facilities in which currently available clinical laboratory equipment was
employed and met with USAF and other clinical laboratory personnel. These visits were con-
ducted: (1) to identify potential candidates from existing inventories; and (2) to discuss advan-
tages, disadvantages, and limitations of the current equipment. The UTSA team also performed a
detailed search of the clinical laboratory equipment market, technical journals, and national data-
bases and interviewed technical representatives to determine other available equipment which could
be used in an AMCL array. The contractor team conducted a patent search and reviewed technical
journals to identify near-term technologies or new approaches to the acquisition of relevant diag-
nostic data. The aforementioned information was then used: (1) to develop a set of criteria for any
equipment that might be selected for use in an AMCL array; (2) to evaluate the current equipment
and near-term technologies against these criteria; and (3) to develop recommendations for assem-
bling an AMCL array for potential use in both strategic and tactical aeromedical environments.

The diagnostic tests which served as the focus fYor this project were developed by the contractor
teams, and approved by the USAF Technical Manager. These tests are summarized below:

Arterial Blood Gases: Oxygen (PO3), Carbon Dioxide (PCO,), pH
Plasma Electrolytes: Potassium (K), Sodium (Na)

HCT

Blood Glucose (GLU)

QOccult Blood (OCC)

CSF

PTT

BUN

It should be noted that the primary medium required for these tests is blood. Other than the
tests for occult blood and cerebrospinal fluid, obtaining a blood sample is essential for data acquisi-
tion. Within these blood-related tests, blood gases normally require obtaining a sample of arterial
blood, whereas the others can be determined from a venous sample.
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METHODS

The contractor team visited several sites to study the physical characteristics of the acromedical
environment and types of equipment that might be useful in an AMCL. These sites included aero-
medical aircraft mock-ups at USAFSAM, Brooks AFB, TX. These mock-ups are used by
USAFSAM to train physicians, nurses, and aeromedical evacuation technicians for acromedical
missions. The contractor team interviewed AE crewmembers assigned to conduct this training as
well as others assigned to the Aeromedical Research Function at USAFSAM. These visits and
interviews provided an understanding of the operational aspects of these missions and of the
physical environment in which they are conducted. Subsequently, the team reviewed MIL-STDs
and other relevant documents describing acromedical environments and requirements for use of the
equipment.

To identify clinical laboratory equipment currently in use in USAF medical facilities, the team
visited several sites. These sites included the USAF Clinic at Brooks AFB, the clinical laboratory
in the Clinical Sciences Division of USAFSAM, and the main clinical laboratory in the Wilford
Hall USAF Medical Center at Lackland AFB, TX. In addition, the team interviewed clinical
laboratory personnel at these sites to determine: (1) technical information on the available equip-
ment; (2) potential advantages, disadvantages, and limitations for use in an AMCL,; (3) criteria for
selecting available equipment; and (4) skills required to operate and maintain this equipment.
Finally, the contractor team visited with LCdr. Joseph White, a U.S. Navy clinical laboratory
officer and a member of the DEPMEDS panel, assigned to the U.S. Army Academy of Health
Sciences, Ft. Sam Houston, TX. He provided insight on the procedures other services use in
selecting clinical laboratory equipment, on studies underway to standardize the equipment used
throughout the DoD, and on equipment currently in use in other DoD clinical laboratory facilities.

The contractor team also conducted literature searches and patent surveys, reviewed technical
journals, and interviewed medical equipment manufacturers and vendors to compile information
about the current and near-term technologies that can provide data on the proposed diagnostic tests.
Wherever possible, current clinical laboratory equipment was evaluated in a USAF clinical setting
or through a demonstration of the equipment.

CLINICAL LABORATORY EQUIPMENT AND NEAR-TERM TECHNOLOGIES

Information obtained during site visits and interviews served as sources for contacts with
vendors of currently available equipment. The contractor team also reviewed such compilations as

the Thomas Register, Medical Devices Register, ,
' ] , and journals of laboratory equip-

ment to identify other vendors of clinical laboratory equipment. The ECRI reports are of particular
note because of their in-depth coverage of classes of equipment used in the health care industry.
Several were obtained for use in this project and are included. Fifty-four vendors were contacted
and requested to provide technical information. Data were received from 42 companies; from these
companies, over 70 insoruments were found which had possibilities for the AMCL concept. Sev-
eral vendors volunteered to demonstrate their equipment. These demonstrations provided signifi-
cant insight into the skills needed to operate and maintain this equipment, as well as technical
details that might have impact on the selection of a device, in its current configuration, for use in an
AMCL.

Information provided by the clinical laboratory personnel is included in Appendix A. Key
findings are included in this section. These personnel indicated that there are no service-wide cri-
teria or regulations for selection of this equipment. Instead, selection is based primarily on experi-
ence and preferences of clinical laboratory personnel with approval of price and availability of local
servicing. Based on the findings of this study, it appears that this process of equipment selection
is the norm throughout the USAF and other military services.
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LCdr. White provided information on the time required for conducting clinical laboratory tests
as published in the DEPMEDS guidelines. These times are listed in Appendix A. It shoulc be
noted that these times refer to the interval from obtaining the sample until it is ready for
presentation to the measuring device and that the time for measuring cerebrospinal fluid is buscd on
determining protein or sugar levels in this fluid.

A literature search identified other technologies and new approaches to obtain data for the pro-
posed diagnostic tests. The search was performed through the UTSA library and focused on
literature from engineering journals and other technical sources.

A patent search was conducted to identify any new technologies for the performance of these
tests. Several patents were identified as being relevant. The technologies described in these
patents were found ‘o be already incorporated in currently available equipment.

A review of journals in the USAFSAM Strughold Aeromedical Library was also conducted to
identify manufacturers of clinical laboratory equipment other than those identified during the site
visits, interviews, and literature and patent searches.

Given information obtained on the physical characteristics of aeromedical environments (for
example, aircraft vibration and patient locations) as well as human factors issues related to the aero-
medical crews, it was apparent that diagnostic blood gas tests that require obtaining arterial blood
samples will be a major limitation to the effective use of an AMCL. Accordingly, the UTSA team
conducted interviews as well as literature and patent searches to determine the availability of equip-
ment that could provide this information "noninvasively."

For the purposes of this report, two categories of equipment are discussed. The term jnvasive
is used to refer to equipment that requires obtaining blood samples for processing and analysis.
The term poninvasive refers to equipment that can provide data for these diagnostic tests based on
information obtained by electronic or optical means through the patient's skin.

Data obtained on the invasive equipment from the above sources were assembled into an
AMCL database for further review and analysis. Information on noninvasive equipment as well as
other equipment identified in the future can be added to this database to enable the database to
serve as a single repository. The database was developed using the CLIPS software. Details on
the design of the AMCL database and an example of its content appears in Appendix B.

DETAILED DESIGN CRITERIA FOR AMCL EQUIPMENT

The initial preliminary design criteria for an AMCL was presented in Section 5. The details of
the design criteria are presented in this section. Devices proposed for use in an AMCL must:
(1) output patient status data on one or more of the proposed diagnostic tests; (2) operate in the
aeromedical environment; (3) be operable by aeromedical personnel; and (4) not impose additional
workload that exceeds the time available within existing acromedical mission scenarios. Specific
criteria for evaluation of candidate equipment were developed from the physical parameters of aero-
medical environments and human factors issues related to the potential uses of an AMCL. These
criteria were used to sort through the information provided on clinical laboratory equipment and
enabled a recommended set of approaches that will provide the capability to conduct the proposed
diagnostic tests within the aeromedical environment.

Blood glucose data can be abtained from several of the large clinical laboratory devices. How-

ever, it can also be obtained through the use of dedicated devices that perform only this test. These
devices are small, easy to operate, and require minimal training. Chemstrips can also provide these
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data and should be considered for use in an AMCL. However, these paper tests require color com-
parisons of the test paper with a standard color chart. The accuracy of this comparison may be sig-
nificantly compromised in the spectrally unbalanced light levels found in several of the aecromedical
aircraft (e.g., C-130) and in the ground-based barometric settings.

The most demanding task required for any of the proposed diagnostic tests is obtaining arterial
blood samples. Even in the optimum hospital environment, only well-trained and proficient
hospital staff can be expected to routinely obtain suitable samples. Under environmental condi-
tions found in many of the acromedical settings, the capability of even highly proficient technicians
to routinely obtain suitable samples can be expected to be degraded. Further, arterial blood sam-
ples that will be used to measure blood gases and pH must be kept on ice if the time between
drawing and analysis is likely to extend beyond a few minutes. Finally, interviews with clinical
laboratory personnel indicated that these samples will only be suitable for measuring arterial gases
and pH if this time interval is limited to 20 minutes or less. Therefore, skill requirements to obtain
the sample as well as time constraints for accomplishing the tests impose significant burdens on
personnel assigned this difficult task. Consequently, it is highly desirable that alternative means be
found for assessing the arterial blood gases.

Electrical Power

The power available on aeromedical aircraft limits equipment use without electrical modifica-
tions. The variety of electrical power is demonstrated in Table 5.

TABLE 5. ELECTRICAL POWER AVAILABILITY

Aircraft Voltage Frequency Source
C-141 110V 400 Hz Engines/Generators
28V DC Stepdown Transformer/Rectifier
110V 60 Hz Unitron Frequency Converter
C-130 110V 400 Hz Engines/Generators
28V DC Stepdown Transformer/Rectifier
110V 60 Hz Unitron Frequency Converter
C-9A 110V 400Hz Engines/Generators
28V DC Stepdown Transformer/Rectifier
110V 60 Hz - Engines/Generators
CRAF 110V 400 Hz Engines/Generators
28V DC Stepdown Transformer/