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1. TNeil Armstrong has

" the systelh seemed to cowme up Wluh di
intended eand commanded. 2 ; -

within one second, but the program changes the commun“

"be undertaken.

ON PROGRAM Cnn\Ca REQUEST FORM)

mentioned thet if the rate~of-descent mode program
(p55) is entered from PS4, P65, or P67 with a high sink rate that a-

very large awnber of clicks must be enterd with the ROD switch.
Tarthermore, some of these clicks seem to get lost. Neil suggested

that we explore a scaling change which would covmand greauer change

then 1 f/sec/click. : et

2. Pecte Conrad has mentioned some difiicul

When he was changing the atbtitude of the

simultaneously commending a chenge in de
aon
ok

ith P56 on the INS.
aft rapidly and-

te via the ROD sw1tch,
rate from the one:
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28ign improvements are currently being studied. One design
change proposed &% MIT which would help with the problem Ieil noted’

woula be to esteblish a pad-loaded descent rate on the Tirst entry

to P55, This Pwu-*o'ﬂha velue could be, say 5&% /sec, and if the

astronaut Lntuﬁn.Joo waile descending &t 15 :/sec the program, would

immediately without ROD switch clicks adjust the throttle to establish ¥
Sif: G/ScC descent rate. This modification mig?t gllow us to retain the : i
present scaling, 1ft/sec, for Tine desce t rate adjustment.

Another modification being explored is to examine hlg. er sample

- frequencies for measuring descent rate, accownbing for inpus ROD clicks,

and adjusting the throtile. " The engine can react 0 a comman néed change

5
a:'us only once
per two scconds. : % :

The optimization ofT7 in Fig,:3.%.L=15 (page 5.3-137) will also
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