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Figure 6. Relatfve shif: ratios, Se

. of basic (zero wind) UC plots
versus effective wind speed, w
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Figure 7.
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Basic (zero wind) UC curvem calculated from the uprinkler profiles shown
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Figure 8. Estimated Ul values (fr:n zasi: 7 zerc wind] UC curves) versus
actual UC values numert:zaliv for varicus sprinkler proftles,
vind sceeds and sprickler spacinas

















