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Abstract
Introduction
The increased demand for mechanical ventilation caused by SARS-CoV-2 could generate a critical situation
where patients may lose access to mechanical ventilators. Combined ventilation, in which two patients are
connected to a single ventilator has been proposed as a bridge while waiting for new ventilators availability.
DuplicAR is a new device that allows individualization of ventilatory parameters in combined ventilation models.

Materials and Methods
With an electronic circuit simulator applet, an electrical model of combined ventilation was created using
resistor-capacitor circuits. The DuplicAR system electrical analog was added to the model. Through
computational simulation, the model is tested in different scenarios with the aim of achieving adequate
ventilation of two subjects under different circumstances: 1) two identical subjects; 2) two subjects with the
same size but different lung compliance; and 3) two subjects with different size and compliance. The goal is to
achieve the established load per unit of size on each capacitor under different levels of end-expiratory voltage
(analog of end-expiratory pressure). Data collected included capacitor load and voltage, and load normalized
to the weight of the simulated patient.

Results
In the three simulated stages, it is possible to provide the proper load to each capacitor under different
circumstances.
If the pair of connected capacitors have different capacitances, adjustments must be made to
NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
the source voltage and/or the resistance of the DuplicAR system to provide the appropriate load for each
capacitor under initial conditions. In pressure control simulation, increasing the end-expiratory voltage on one
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capacitor requires increasing the source voltage and the resistance on the other capacitor. On the other hand,
in the volume control simulation, it is only required to intervene in the resistance.

Conclusions
Under simulated conditions, the electrical model of the DuplicAR system allows individualization of combined
mechanical ventilation.
Keywords: SARS-CoV-2, pandemic, mechanical ventilation, medical device, computational simulation,
electrical model.

Introduction
Acute respiratory distress syndrome caused by SARS-CoV-2 increased the demand for mechanical ventilation
worldwide [1]. An imbalance between supply and demand for mechanical ventilators could pose a critical
scenario in which it would be necessary to decide which patients should be assigned to these devices and
which ones should not [2, 3, 4].
Combined ventilation has been postulated as a strategy to face this problem [5,6]. Although this setup may be
simple in principle, the dynamics of two patients connected to the same ventilator may require deep
understanding of advanced concepts about mechanical ventilation. This fact has led some scientific societies
to disencourage this configuration. One of the biggest arguments against this arrangement is the inability to
personalize ventilatory parameters for each patient [7].
DuplicAR is a novel device that allows simultaneous and independent ventilation of two subjects with only one
ventilator [8]. The goal of this device is to enable mechanical ventilation of two patients with a single ventilator,
without cross-contamination, and allowing for independent management of the inspiratory pressure (Pi) and
positive-end expiratory pressure (PEEP). In this work we propose an electrical simulation model of combined
ventilation and the in silico test of the DuplicAR device.

Materials and methods
The DuplicAR device
DuplicAR is a medical device that functions as a complementary adapter to the mechanical ventilator and has
the ability to offer adequate and independent pressurization of the system for the two subjects. It consists of
two adapters. The inspiratory adapter connects to the inspiratory port of the ventilator and to each subject´s
inspiratory line (Figure 1). Each inspiratory line can control the inspiratory pressure through a diameter (i.e.
resistance) regulator that allows independent management of the tidal volume (Vt). The expiratory adapter
connects to each subject's expiratory line and to the expiratory port of the ventilator. Each expiratory line has
a positive end-expiratory pressure (PEEP) controller for independent management of this variable. Crosscontamination is prevented through one-way valves and microbiological filters in each line of the circuit. The
effectiveness of the DuplicAR device for combined ventilation is studied in a computer simulation (“in silico”),
using an electrical model.

Electrical Model Simulation
Our electric combined ventilation model is made up of two systems: the "ventilator system" and the "subject
system" (Figure 2). The ventilator system includes a constant voltage or current (depending on simulated
ventilation mode) and a ground connection. The first is a power source that represents the inspiratory part of
the ventilator, while the second represents the expiratory part. The subject system is represented by a series
connection of an electrical resistance and a capacitor (RC circuit).
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The connection between both systems is achieved through a relay. The relay is a device that works as a switch
triggered by an external circuit. The current from the external circuit passes through a coil generating a
magnetic field that moves the switch of the relay. In this way, the switch moves from the power source to
ground in a cyclical manner, governed by the current in its external circuit. By manipulating the current in the
external circuit, the behavior of the relay can be controlled. Thus, a ventilatory cycle is represented by a current
pulse in the external circuit that moves the switch (relay) to the power source and then at the end of the pulse,
back to ground. The percentage of the cycle that the external circuit source maintains the voltage across the
coil (and therefore the switch on “inspiration”) is determined by the “active cycle” of the relay. For example, set
to 33% would represent an I:E ratio of 1:2. The ventilatory rate is represented by the pulse rate. As the
“inspiratory port” has a constant voltage source, the system represents the pressure control mode of
mechanical ventilation (PCV); When a constant current source is used, the system represents volume control
ventilation (VCV). The flows in the inspiratory and expiratory lines are directed by diodes.
To simulate the PEEP, a Zener diode with modifiable breakdown voltage is added prior to grounding the
expiratory port. The Zener is a special type of diode that always allows current to flow in one direction, but only
allows it in the opposite direction if a certain voltage threshold is exceeded (known as "breakdown voltage").
By setting a zero breakdown voltage, the diode behaves like a simple conductor. Setting a nonzero breakdown
value, the diode will “catch” that voltage from “behind” and not allow current to flow to ground. Thus, the Zener
diode functions as the equivalent of a PEEP valve.
Figure 3 shows the records obtained during the simulation of PCV (to see the simulation running, video clips
can be found on Supplementary Material section) .
A theoretical weight is established for each simulated subject to determine the charge with which that RC circuit
must be “ventilated” (charged). This normalized charge is arbitrarily chosen at 7 μC/kg.
Given the "fast" nature of electrical phenomena, the basal cycling frequency of the ventilator system is set at
45 Hz and the active cycle at 33.33%, generating cycles of 22.2 ms (1000/45) and “inspiratory times” of 7.39
ms (0.33 ✕ 22.2). Given the RC circuit characteristics of the simulated subjects, at least 10 expiratory time
constants are allowed to take place with this configuration to ensure no charge trapping. This cycling frequency
is considered equivalent (in mechanical ventilation) to a respiratory rate of 10 to 12 ventilations per minute in
patients with normal resistance and compliance (Table 1) [9].
Combined ventilation model involves placing two “patient systems” (ie. two RC circuits) in parallel with a single
power source.
The DuplicAR System is simulated with a variable resistor in the inspiratory line and a Zener diode in the
expiratory line of each subject (Figure 2, in blue). For each “patient system”, adjusting the resistance controls
the voltage received; and adjusting the Zener breakdown voltage controls the end-expiratory voltage (EEV,
equivalent to end-expiratory pressure)
The electrical simulations are performed in Falstad Circuit Simulator 2.2.13js, a Java-based electronic
simulator [10]. Equivalences between models are shown in Table 1.
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Table 1. Equivalences between the mechanical and electrical models.

Experimental Setting
Three patient models are simulated, each with particular characteristics of weight and compliance (Table 2).

Table 2. Types of simulated subjects.

With the three patient models, different stages are recreated:
Stage 1: Two identical RC circuits (A and A) ventilated in PCV and VCV modes.
Stage 2: Two RC circuits with the same size but different capacitances (A and B), ventilated in PCV and VCV
modes.
Stage 3: Two RC circuits with different sizes and capacitances (A and C), ventilated in PCV and VCV modes.
In each of these stages, progress is made through different cases:
Case I: it is considered the “baseline situation”, in which the objective is to achieve the appropriate charge (7
units of charge per size units) for each RC circuit with an end-expiratory voltage (EEV) of 5 V.
Case II: the objective is to achieve the appropriate charge (7 units of charge per size unit) for each RC circuit,
but increasing the EEV in one RC circuit to 10 V.
Case III: the objective is to achieve the appropriate charge (7 units of charge per size unit) for each RC circuit,
but increasing the EEV in one RC circuit to 15 V.
The three stages are summarized in Table 3.
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Table 3. Summary of the 3 stages, with the characteristics of each subject, main configuration of the
ventilator, the target charge and the EEV of each subject.

Stage 1
Two 50 kg subjects are simulated, represented by an RC circuit with a capacitance of 30 μF (0.6 μF/kg) and a
resistance of 40 Ω. A target charge of 7 μC/kg is established, 350 μC for each capacitor. At basal conditions
(case I), Zener breakdown voltage of the ventilator is set to 5 V, the inspiratory voltage to 17.5 V in PCV and
the inspiratory current to 94.5 mA in VCV mode. Given that cycles have a frequency of 45 Hz and the I:E ratio
is 1:2, the inspiratory time (Ti) is 7.39 ms. During that time, 700 μC is delivered in VCV mode (7.39 ms ✕ 94.5
mA), representing the sum of the target charges for each subject.

Stage 2
Two 50 kg subjects are simulated and represented by RC circuits. Subject A capacitance is 30 μF (0.6 μF/kg)
and Subject B at 20 (0.4 μF/kg). Both resistances are set to 40 Ω. A target charge of 7 μC/kg is established,
being 350 μC for each capacitor. As a baseline condition (case I), Zener diode breakdown voltage of the
ventilator is set to 5 V, the inspiratory voltage to 23.3 V in PCV mode and the inspiratory current to 94.5 mA in
VCV mode. Given that cycles have a frequency of 45 Hz and the I:E ratio is 1:2, the inspiratory time (Ti) is
7.39 ms. During that time, 700 μC is delivered in VCV mode (7.39 ms ✕ 94.5 mA), representing the sum of
the target charge for each subject.

Stage 3
Two subjects with different sizes and capacitances are simulated. Simulated subject A size is 50 kg and
capacitance is 30 μF (0.6 μF/kg). Simulated subject C size is 28 kg and capacitance is 10 μF (0.35 μF/kg).
Both resistances are set to 40 Ω. A target charge of 7 μC/kg is established, resulting in 350 μC for capacitor A
and 196 μC for capacitor C. As a baseline condition (case I), the Zener diode breakdown voltage of the
ventilator is set to 5 V, the inspiratory voltage to 25.4 V in PCV mode and the inspiratory current to 73.71 mA
in VCV mode. Given that cycles have a frequency of 45 Hz and the inspiration:expiration ratio is 1:2, the
inspiratory time (Ti) is 7.39 ms. During that time, 546 μC is delivered in VCV mode (7.39 ms ✕ 73.71 mA),
representing the sum of the target charges for each subject.
In all stages, by regulating the Zener diode breakdown voltage in the DuplicAR device, the EEV of one RC unit
is raised to 10 V and 15 V, representing cases II and III in each stage. Necessary adjustments are made in the
inspiratory voltage of the ventilator and/or resistance of the inspiratory line of the DuplicAR device in the other
subject to ensure the correct charge for each one.
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Results
Stage 1
Data is shown in Table 4.

Table 4. Data from Stage 1 simulation.
It is first evidenced that, without manipulation of the DuplicAR device, the voltage difference in each capacitor
is the same (11.64 ± 0.03 V), and therefore its charge is also the same (349.28 ± 0.85 μC). Charge on each
capacitor is calculated according to 𝑞𝑞 = 𝐶𝐶 × 𝛥𝛥𝛥𝛥.

In both ventilatory modes, PCV and VCV, it is possible to modify the EEV of one RC unit (ie. the subject)
without compromising its driving voltage or modifying the parameters of the other (Figures 4 and 5). The driving
voltage is the difference between the maximum and minimum voltage of the capacitor during a cycle,
equivalent to driving pressure in mechanical ventilation. To increase the EEV of a RC unit, the Zener
breakdown voltage corresponding to that unit (on DuplicAR) must be increased.
In each of the three cases, the driving voltage is preserved. This is accomplished in PCV mode by two
maneuvers: first, increasing the inspiratory voltage of the power source in the same amount as the Zener
breakdown voltage; second, restricting the voltage to the other by regulating the inspiratory resistance in the
DuplicAR device (Figure 6).
In VCV mode, as the EEV of one RC unit increases, it is necessary to adjust the inspiratory resistance of the
DuplicAR device in the other (Figure 7). This is mandatory since, otherwise, no charge would enter the first
RC unit until the breakdown voltage of the Zener diode is reached, causing a disproportionate increase in
charge in the second one.

Stage 2
Data is shown in Table 5.
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Table 5. Data from Stage 2 simulation.
Both simulated subjects are the same size, resulting in the same charge requirement (350 μC). Since RC
circuit B presents a reduced capacitance, it requires a greater driving voltage than RC circuit A
(350 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇/30 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇 = 11.7 𝑉𝑉for circuit A; 350 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇/20 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇 = 17.5 𝑉𝑉 for B). To achieve these voltage differences in
PCV mode, the inspiratory voltage needs to be first configured in the ventilatory system to guarantee the
charge to the RC circuit with the lowest capacitance and then to be decreased in the other RC circuit using the
inspiratory resistance of the DuplicAR device (Figure 8, case I).
In VCV mode, total configured charge is delivered by the ventilatory system to the group, but its distribution
results asymmetric regarding differences in RC circuits characteristics. The precise charge distribution for each
subject needs to be regulated by the inspiratory resistance regulators of DuplicAR device in the patient with
greater capacitance (Figure 9, case I).
In this way, with a single ventilator configuration, different driving voltages are established. In both ventilatory
modes (PCV and VCV) it is possible to modify the EEV of a RC circuit without compromising its driving voltage
or modifying the other circuit´s parameters (Figures 10 and 11).
In each of the three cases, the driving voltage is preserved. In PCV mode, this is accomplished by increasing
the inspiratory voltage of the ventilator system to maintain the driving voltage of the RC circuit with an increased
EEV. Accurate driving voltage in RC circuit A is modulated by the inspiratory resistance of the DuplicAR device,
preventing excessive voltages. In VCV mode the total charge is set. Since EEV of RC circuit B increases, the
inspiratory resistance of RC circuit A needs to be adjusted in order to achieve an adequate charge distribution.

Stage 3
Data is shown in Table 6.
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Table 6. Data from Stage 3 simulation.
It is important to highlight the disparity of voltage differences needed to ensure the target load. Capacitor A
requires a driving voltage of 11.7 V to reach 350 μC (350 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇/30 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇 = 11.7 𝑉𝑉) and capacitor C requires 19.6 V
to achieve 196 μC (196 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇/10 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇 = 19.6 𝑉𝑉), reflecting the difference in their sizes and capacitances. In both
cases the RC units receive the target charge of 7 μC/kg. To achieve these voltage differences in PCV mode,
the inspiratory voltage needs to be first configured in the ventilatory system to ensure the charge to the RC
circuit with the lowest capacitance and then to be decreased in the other using the inspiratory resistance of
the DuplicAR device (Figure 12, case I).
In VCV mode, total configured charge is delivered by the ventilatory system to the group, but its distribution
results asymmetric regarding differences in RC circuits characteristics. The precise charge distribution for each
RC circuit needs to be regulated by the inspiratory resistance controllers of the DuplicAR device in the unit
with greater capacitance (Figure 13, case I).
In this way, with a single ventilator configuration, different driving voltages are established. In both ventilatory
modes (PCV and VCV) it is possible to modify the EEV of a RC circuit without compromising its driving voltage
or modifying the other circuit´s parameters (Figures 14 and 15).
In each of the three cases, the driving voltage is preserved. In PCV mode, this is accomplished by increasing
the inspiratory voltage of the ventilator system to maintain the driving voltage of the RC circuit with an increased
EEV. Accurate driving voltage in capacitor A is modulated by the inspiratory resistance of the DuplicAR device,
preventing excessive voltages. In VCV mode, total charge is set. Since EEV of capacitor C increases, the
inspiratory resistance of RC circuit A needs to be adjusted in order to achieve an adequate charge distribution.

Discussion
Understanding complex systems can be facilitated by using reductionist models which describe the behavior
of variables in simpler ways. With this approach, mechanical ventilation can be represented by an electrical
model [11]. By simplifying the respiratory system to an electrical model, we seek to find the relationship
between variables of interest (pressure, volume, flow, etc.).
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In our simulation system, each variable in mechanical ventilation has an electrical equivalent. The variables
pressure, volume, flow, resistance and compliance have their equivalent (voltage, charge, current, electrical
resistance and capacitance, respectively). On the other hand, the components of the ventilatory circuit, such
as tubes and valves, are equivalent to cables and diodes, respectively.
According to the equation of motion, pressure required to drive gas into the airways and inflate the lungs is
caused by the resistive and elastic elements. Lung inflation pressure (Paw) can be expressed:
Paw = F x Raw + Vt/Crs
Where F is flow; Raw airway resistance; Vt tidal volume and Crs compliance of the respiratory system. Using
the electrical analog of this equation, the respiratory system can be modeled as an RC circuit, with an electrical
resistance connected in series with a capacitor. In these types of circuits, the total voltage (ΔV) should be
equal to the sum of voltages on the resistor and capacitor. In this way, the equation that describes the behavior
of the system is now:
ΔV = I x R + q/C
Where ΔV is the potential difference applied to the system, I is the current that flows, R the electrical resistance,
q the charge of the capacitor and C the capacitance.
Several studies have addressed the issue of multiple ventilation [12, 13]. In most of these studies, there is no
capacity to safely and effectively control the ventilatory parameters for each patient. The only scenario in which
adequate combined ventilation is achieved without the need to intervene is in the presence of two identical
subjects (same size and compliance) and with the same PEEP. In COVID-19 patients, ventilatory requirements
can be quite disparate, and also can change over time. Where changes in compliance and/or resistance occur,
there can be rapid and substantial alteration in the Vt delivered to the other patient.
In these cases, individualization of the ventilatory parameters is mandatory, and devices such as the DuplicAR
system are necessary. DuplicAR system proved to be useful in the ventilation of animals in a previous pilot
work (in vivo testing) [8]. Similarly, and with results pending publication [14], the device was also evaluated in
test lungs (in vitro test) with results equivalent to those of the present simulation (in silico testing).
The present work shows the performance of the device in an electronic computer-based model. With this tool
it is possible to generate "cleaner" scenarios and even push the device to the limit safely, quickly and with
practically no cost.
The results of simulations, transferred to mechanical ventilation, show that it is possible to ventilate two
subjects with different sizes and/or compliances and/or PEEP requirements adequately. According to the
model, this could be achieved by adjusting the Pi of the ventilator or the PEEP valve of each subject or the
inspiratory resistances of the DuplicAR device. The type and magnitude of the adjustment in each component
of the model depends on the ventilatory mode and the characteristics of the subjects.
While these simulations show that the ventilatory goals can be achieved in any of the ventilatory modes, PCV
has advantages over VCV. In PCV, the driving pressure can be established and delivered during the inspiratory
cycle to both subjects, regardless of their RC characteristics, that is, of their airway resistance and pulmonary
compliance. In this mode, there is certainty about the Pi of each subject. As a general limitation of this
ventilation mode, it is not possible to know the volume that will be delivered to the system or to each subject.
On the other hand, in VCV mode, a total volume to be delivered must be established, that is, the sum of the
Vt of both subjects. This volume is not delivered equally to each subject. It is rather distributed among them
according to their RC characteristics, and there is no control over the Pi and the Vt.
Although not demonstrated in our simulation, another advantage of PCV mode is that changes in RC
characteristics of one subject (i.e. dynamical compliance variability, endotracheal tube obstruction, etc.) do not
affect pressurization of the system, and therefore have no consequences on the contralateral subject. On the
contrary, in VCV mode, changes in resistance or compliance in one subject directly impact the other subject.
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In the model, a similar phenomenon is observed when modifying the EEV in one RC circuit. By increasing the
EEV in VCV, the contralateral RC circuit receives a greater charge, since it is necessary that the inspiratory
lines reach greater voltage to allow charge to be delivered to the RC circuit with greater EEV. In other words,
greater proximal voltage is needed to generate a potential difference that allows charge entry into the RC
circuit. This is accomplished at the expense of increasing the charge on the capacitor with no modification of
the EEV. In contrast, in PCV, the increase in a RC circuit EEV (without modifying the power source) only affects
the unit in whom the modification was made. As in the model the changes in EEV do not affect capacitance,
the driving voltage is lower and therefore the charge received. This behavior of the electric model to changes
in the EEV is consistent with the results of the mechanical model [14].
Finally, PCV spontaneously compensates for the compliance added to the system by the tubing, which in
combined ventilation is expected to contain twice the volume compared to single (conventional) ventilation.
This must be manually compensated in VCV mode by adding an extra volume to the total charge delivered by
the ventilator. According to the results of the simulations of this study, the most efficient and safest ventilatory
mode to use DuplicAR is PCV.

Limitations
The present study has limitations. A first observation is that the capacitance for each capacitor in the electrical
model is constant. Thus, we assume that ventilation takes place in the region between the lower and upper
inflection points of the compliance curve, where it behaves like a linear function. According to this, capacitance
is constant, independent of the voltages applied. In clinical practice this would imply that regardless of the
pressure applied, the relationship between a volume and a pressure differential would behave as a
constant.This assumption may not be real in mechanical ventilation scenarios. In addition, when the simulation
takes place at higher voltages, the gas compression that would occur at these simulated pressures cannot be
modeled in the electrical model.
As a second limitation, despite DuplicAR allows for a gradual regulation of the diameter of the inspiratory lines
of each patient, it is not possible (with this first version of the device) to make an accurate quantitative
measurement of the resistance. The precise titration of the inspiratory resistance of each patient achieved in
the electrical model can hardly be transferred to the real model.
In our model, the ability of the ventilator to "pressurize" the system is not a problem, as the voltage or current
source has unlimited capacity. In real life, this can be a problem. The ventilator must be able to pressurize a
larger system with greater absolute compliance. The electrical model does not consider the greater compliance
of a system with more connections. This would produce a "volume steal" in VCV, not contemplated in our
simulations.
Finally, the objective of the simulated mechanical and electrical models is to represent, in a reductionist way,
the interaction between variables in a combined mechanical ventilation scenario. Such models do not take into
account other aspects that should be considered in clinical practice, such as hemodynamic status, quality of
gas exchange, and the possibility of inadvertent spontaneous ventilation in patients under combined
ventilation.

Conclusions
The electrical computer-based simulations are a safe, pedagogical, and effective tool for understanding
combined ventilation. In this model, the DuplicAR system was shown to be effective in precisely controlling the
distribution of load between capacitors. Even in scenarios with different capacitance and with disparate endexpiratory voltages.
This, in mechanical ventilation, implies that it is possible to individualize the ventilatory parameters in two
patients connected to a single ventilator.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.17.21249912; this version posted January 20, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Conflicts of Interest
Lugones I. is the trademark holder and the author of the patent application.

Funding Statement
None.

Acknowledgements
Diego Riva acknowledges the support of the National University of La Plata, CONICET and IP-COVID
(Fundación Bunge y Born – Agencia I+D+i) in his projects.

Supplementary Material
Two video clips running the simulations in both PCV and VCV are included as supplementary material. The
simulated values are not strictly those used during the experimental protocols. The electrical circuit used and
the morphology of the graphs obtained are shown.

References
1. Ranney ML, Griffeth V and Jha AK. Critical Supply Shortage - The Need for Ventilators and Personal
Protective Equipment during the COVID 19 Pandemic. N Engl J Med 2020;382:18.
2. Maves RC, Downar J, Dichter JR, Hick JL, Devereaux A, Geiling JA, et al. Triage of Scarce Critical
Care Resources in COVID-19. An Implementation Guide for Regional Allocation: An Expert Panel
Report of the Task Force for Mass Critical Care and the American College of Chest Physicians. Chest
2020;158(1):212-25.
3. Christian MD, Devereaux AV, Dichter JR, Rubinson L, Kissoon N. Care of the Critically Ill and Injured
During Pandemic and Disasters: CHEST Consensus Statement. CHEST 2014;146(4_Suppl):8S-34S.
4. Sommer DD, Fisher JA, Ramcharan V, et al. Improvised automatic lung ventilation for unanticipated
emergencies. Crit Care Med 1994;22(4):705-9.
5. Neyman G, Irvin CB. A single ventilator for multiple simulated patients to meet disaster surge. Acad
Emerg Med. 2006 Nov;13(11):1246–9. https://doi. org/10.1197/j.aem.2006.05.009 PMID:16885402.
6. Paladino L, Silverberg M, Charchaflieh JG, Eason JK, Wright BJ, Palamidessi N, Arquilla B, Sinert R,
Manoach S. Increasing ventilator surge capacity in disasters: ventilation of four adult-human-sized
sheep on a single ventilator with a modified circuit. Resuscitation. 2008 Apr;77(1):121-6. doi:
10.1016/j.resuscitation.2007.10.016. Epub 2007 Dec 31. PMID: 18164798.
7. The Society of Critical Care Medicine (SCCM), American Association for Respiratory Care (AARC),
American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA), Anesthesia Patient Safety Foundation (APSF),
American Association of Critical‐Care Nurses (AACN), and American College of Chest Physicians
(CHEST). Joint Statement on Multiple Patients Per Ventilator SCCM, AARC, ASA, APSF, AACN, and
CHEST Share Unified Message. 2020.
8. Ignacio Lugones, Roberto Orofino Giambastiani, Oscar Robledo, Martín Marcos, Javier Mouly,
Agustín Gallo, Verónica Laulhé, María Fernanda Biancolini, "A New Medical Device to Provide
Independent Ventilation to Two Subjects Using a Single Ventilator: Evaluation in Lung-Healthy Pigs",

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.17.21249912; this version posted January 20, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Anesthesiology Research and Practice, vol. 2020, Article ID 8866806, 6 pages, 2020.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/8866806.
9. https://www.hamilton-medical.com/en_US/News/Newsletter-articles/Article~2018-04-30~Monitoringrespiratory-mechanics-in-mechanically-ventilated-patients~6e39d4bb-1ab7-4c46-bc1883f3e77897f9~.html#:~:text=In%20mechanically%20ventilated%20patients%20with,an%20exponent
ial%20relationship%20(4).
10. http://www.falstad.com/mathphysics.html
11. Ghafarian P, Jamaati H, Hashemian SM. A Review on Human Respiratory Modeling. Tanaffos.
2016;15(2):61–9. PMID:27904536.
12. Use of a Single Ventilator to Support 4 Patients: Laboratory Evaluation of a Limited Concept Richard
D Branson, Thomas C Blakeman, Bryce RH Robinson, Jay A Johannigman Respiratory Care Mar
2012, 57 (3) 399-403; DOI: 10.4187/respcare.01236.
13. Beitler JR, Kallet R, Kacmarek R, Branson R, Brodie D, Mittel AM, Olson M, Hill LL, Hess D, Thompson
BT. Ventilator sharing protocol: Dual-patient ventilation with a single mechanical ventilator for use
during critical ventilator shortages. Available at https://www.gnyha.org/news/working-protocol-forsupportingtwo-patients-with-a-single-ventilator.
14. Combined Ventilation Of Two Subjects With A Single Mechanical Ventilator Using A New Medical
Device: An In Vitro Study Ignacio Lugones, Matías Ramos, Fernanda Biancolini, Roberto Orofino
Giambastiani bioRxiv 2021.01.06.425652; doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.06.425652.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.17.21249912; this version posted January 20, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Figure 3. Records in a PCV simulation. All graphs show
voltage or current as a function of time. Top: the voltage pulse
generated by the “ventilator system”. Medium: the current
register in the system. Lower: the capacitor voltage that
represents each subject, equivalent to the alveolar pressure in
mechanical ventilation.

Figure 1. The DuplicAR device: schematic drawing (green:
inspiratory lines; blue: expiratory lines; arrows: ventilator
ports).

Figure 4. Stage 1 simulation, voltages registers under PCV
mode.

Figure 5. Stage 1 simulation, voltages registers under VCV
mode.

Figure 2. Electrical diagram of combined ventilation: in red, the
"ventilator system"; in green, the "subject system"; in yellow,
the connection between both systems through the relay; in
blue, the DuplicAR system. The black arrows outside the
circuit represent the direction of the current.
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Figure 6. Stage 1 simulation, PCV mode. In green, power
source voltage; in orange DuplicAR resistance of one RC
circuit.

Figure 10. Stage 2 simulation, voltages registers under PCV
mode.

Figure 7. Stage 1 simulation, VCV mode. DuplicAR resistance
of one RC circuit in each case.

Figure 11. Stage 2 simulation, voltages registers under VCV
mode.

Figure 8. Stage 2 simulation, PCV mode. In green, power
source voltage; in orange DuplicAR resistance of RC circuit A.

Figure 12. Stage 3 simulation, PCV mode. In green, power
source voltage; in orange DuplicAR resistance of RC circuit A.

Figure 9. Stage 2 simulation, VCV mode. DuplicAR resistance
of RC circuit A in each case.

Figure 13. Stage 3 simulation, VCV mode. DuplicAR
resistance of RC circuit A in each case.
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Figure 14. Stage 3 simulation, voltages registers under PCV
mode.

Figure 15. Stage 3 simulation, voltages registers under VCV
mode.

