Tables

Table 1  Description of Subjects

There were two females and one male subject, with the male subject weighing more

Table 2

The calibrated body weight was 2.2% to 6.5% less than the over-ground weight. During un-weighting and re-weighting,  the subjects were un-weighted between 1.4 to 6.8% more than expected.

Table 1  Description of Subjects

	
	Gender
	Height
	Weight
	BMI



	Subject 1


	Male
	6’0”
	230 #
	31.1

	Subject 2


	Female
	5’11”
	143#
	19.9

	Sublject 3


	Female
	5’10”
	144#
	20.7


Table 2
	
	True Weight (OGW)
Scale (#)
	Calibrated Weight (CBW)
# at 100% weight 
	(CBW-OGW expected)
# mean difference

      (% OGW)

at 100% Body Weight
	(CBW-OGW expected)
  # mean difference

       (% OGW)
 90%-20%-90%  unweighting

	GTrainer (P200)

   (10%)

 Subject 1

 Subject 2

   Average Diff
    (1%)
Subject l

Subject 2

   AverageDiff

	230.6

139.4

230.6

139.4
	216.8

131.6

209.8

132.4
	-8.1 (-2.5%)
-7.1 (-5.1%)
     -7.6 (-3.8%)

-12.5   (-5.4%)

+ 4.43 (+3.2%)

      -8.0 (-2.2%)
	-7.1 (-3.0%)
-6.7 (-5.1%)

     -6.9 (-4.5%)

-11.0   (-4.7%)
 +2.64 (+1.9%)
     - 4.6 (-1.4%)

	Alter g M 300

   (1%)

Subject 1

Subject 2

Subject 3

  Average Diff
	230.6

138.4

144.0
	214.2

129.6

138.0
	-18.6 (-8.1%)

-  6.5 (-4.7%)

-10.4 (-7.2%)

   -11.8 (-6.5%)
	-18.9   (-8.1%)

-  6.4   (- 4.7%)

-11.0   ( -7.6%

    -12.1 (-6.8%)



